ED 417 257

AUTHOR

TITLE

INSTITUTION
SPONS AGENCY

REPORT NO
ISBN

PUB DATE
NOTE

AVAILABLE FROM

PUB TYPE
EDRS PRICE
DESCRIPTORS

IDENTIFIERS

ABSTRACT

Education Statistics

seriousness,

DOCUMENT RESUME

UD 032 202
Heaviside, Sheila; Rowand, Cassandra; Williams, Catrina;
Farris, Elizabeth
Violence and Discipline Problems in U.S. Public¢ Schools:
1996-97.
Wegtat, Inc., Rockville, MD.

National Center for Education Statistics
DC.

NCES-58-030

ISBN-0-16-049464-8

1598-03-00

145p.

U.S. Government Printing Office, Superintendent of
Documents, Mail Stop: SSOP, Washington, DC 20402-9328.
Reports - Evaluative (142)

MFO1/PC06 Plus Postage.

Administrator Attitudes; Crime; Discipline pPolicy;
*Discipline Problems; Elementary Secondary Education;
Federal Legislation- Incidence; National Surveys;
*Principals; *Public Schools; *School Safety; Tables
*Violence

Fast Response Survey System

(ED) , Washington,

(ata),

Under a Congressional mandate,
(NCES)

the National Center for
is required to collect data on the frequency,

and incidence of violence in elementary and secondary schools.

The NCES responded to this requirement by commissioning a survey, the

Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,

the results of

which are detailed in this report. The school violence survey was conducted
with a nationally representative sample of 1,234 regular public elementary,

middle,

and secondary schools in the 50 states and the District of Columbia

in the spring and summer of 1957. The survey requested information on: (1)

the incidence of crime and violence in the public schools;
(or school disciplinarians') perceptions about discipline issues; (3)

(2) principals’
types

of disciplinary actions schools took; and (4) security and violence
prevention measures in the schools. More than half of U.S. public schools
reported experiencing at least one crime incident in the school year 1$96-97,
and 1 in 10 schools reported at least one serious violent crime during the
school year. Crime and violence were more of a problem in middle and high
schools than in elementary schools. Middle and high schools were more likely
to report that they had experienced one or more incidents of any crime and
one or more incidents of seriousg violent crime than elementary schools. Mosi:
public schools reported having zero tolerance policies towards serious
student offenses, and most schools reported that they used low levels of
security measures to prevent violence. Most schools reported having formal
school violence prevention programs. An appendix contains the survey

questionnaire.

(Contains 12 figures, 32 tables.)

(SLD)




N B
Q
| N
F N

™
O

ED 417 257

v’

_Statrst:cal Anaiysis Hepon B

| NAT!ONAL CENTER FOR EDUCAT!ON STATIS'B’ICSJ |

: Fewary 1998 .

| '.--"_'_V101ence and D1sc1plme

. ~ Problems in U.S. Pubhc )
| _---_Schools 1996 97 )

Fast Re -spon se Survey Sy stem




/

NATIONAL CENTER FOR EDUCATION STATISTICS

Statistical Analysis Report March 1998

Violence and Discipline
Problems in U.S. Public
Schools: 1996-97

—/HSS

Fast Response Survey Systemn

Sheila Heaviside
Cassandra Rowand
Catrina Williams
Elizabeth Fatris
Westat, Inc.

Shelley Burns

Edith McArthur

Project Cfficers

National Center for Education Statlistics

U.S. Department of Education
Office of Educational Research and Improvement NCES 98-030




U.S. Department of Education
Richard W. Riley
Secretary

Office of Educational Research and
Improvement

Ricky T. Takai

Acting Assistant Secretary

National Center for Education Statistics
Pascal D. Forgione, Jr.
Commissioner

The National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) is the primary federal entity for collecting, analyzing
and reporting data related to education in the United States and other nations. It fulfills a congressional
mandate to collect, collate, analyze, and report full and complete statistics on the condition of education in
the United States; conduct and publish reports and specialized analyses of the meaning and significance
of such statistics; assist state and local education agencies in improving their statistical systems; and
review and report on education activities in foreign countries.

NCES activities are designed to address high priority education data needs; provide consistent, reliable,
complete, and accurate indicators of education status and trends; and report timely, useful, and high
quality data to the U.S. Department of Education, the Congress, the states, other education policymakers,
practitioners, data users, and the general public,

We strive to make our products available in a variety of formats and in language that is appropriate to a
variety of audiences. You, as our customer, are the best judge of our success in communicaiing
informetion effectively. If you have any comments or suggestions about this or any other NCES product or
report, we would like to hear from you. Please direct your comments to:

National Center for Education Statistics

Office of Educational Research and Improvement
U.S. Department of Education

555 New Jersey Avenue NW

Washington, DC 20208-5574

March 1998

The NCES World Wide Web Home Page is
http://nces.ed.gov

Suggested Citation

U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics. Violence and Discipline Problems
in U.S. Public Schools: 1996-97, NCES 98-030, by Sheila Heaviside, Cassandra Rowand, Catrina
Williams, and Elizabeth Farris. Project Officers, Shelley Burns and Edith McArthur. Washington, DC: 1998.

Contact:
Shelley Burns
(202) 219-1463

For sale by the U'S. Government Pinting Office
Supenntendent of Documents, Mul Stop. SSOP, Washington, DC 2(402-9128
ISBN 0 16-049464-8

4




Background

Executive Summary

No matter where you are, parents want their students to be
safe and secure... that might even precede a quality
education...” With drugs, gangs. and guns on the rise in
many communilies the threat of violence "weighs heavily on
most principals’ minds these days...Anyone who thinks they
are no! vulnerable is really naive. (Principal Michael
Durso, Springbrook High School, as quoted in the
Washingtonian Magazine, September 1997).

Recent events have again focused the nation's attention on violence in U.S,
public schools, an issue that has generated public concern and directed
research for more than two decades.’ Despite long-standing attention to the
problem, there is a growing perception that not all public schools are safe
places of learning, and media reports highlight speciiic school-based violent
acts. The seventh goal of the National Education Guals states that by the vear
2000, “all schools in America will be free of drugs and violence and the
unauthorized presence of firearms and alcohol, and offer a disciplined
environmentthat is conduciveto learning.” In response to this poal, the
Congress passed the Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities Act of
1994, which provides for support of drug and violence prevention programs.
As part of this legislation, the National Center for Education Siatistics (NCES)
is required to collect data to determine the "frequency, seriousness, and
incidence of violence in elementarv and secondary schools." NCES responded
to this requirement by commissi  ,nga survey, the Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence. 1996-97. the results of which are
detailed in this report.

The school violence survey was conducted with a nationally representative
sample of 1,234 regular public elementary, middle. and secondary schools in
the 50 states and the District of Columbiain the spring and summer of 1997.
The survey requested inforniation on four main topics:

¢ The incidence of crime and violence that occurred in public schools during
the 1996-97 academic year;

s Principals’ (or school disciplinarians') perceptions about the seriousness
of a variety of discipline issues in their schools:

s The types of disciplinary actions schools took against students for
serious offenses; and

Y U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, "Violent Schools - Safe Schools  The Safe School
Study Report to the Congress,” December 1977,
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Key Findings

» The kinds of security measures and violence prevention programs that
were in place in public schools.

The types of criminal incidents that schools were asked to report included
murder, suicide, rape or other type of sexual battery, assault or iight with a
weapon, robbery, assault or fight without a weapon, theft/ larceny, and
vandalism. Any effort to quantify the frequency and seriou ness of these
crimes and violent incidents occurring in public schools will .+ ; affected by
the way in which the information is collected and reported. Three important
aspects of the process were used to gather the data reported in this
publication:

e The survey questions asked, including how the questions were phrased.
definitions applied, time span covered, and the context in which they
were asked;

e The choice of survey respondent; and

e The survey sample size.

The reader should keep these aspects of the survey in mind when comparing
results of this particular sample survey with other studies on school crime
and violence. The data reported from this study may vary from data
reported elsewhere because of differences in definitions. coverage,
respondents, and sample. For example, the data reported in this survey
describe the number of incidents of crime. not the number of individuals
involved in such incidents. [t should be noted that an incident could involve
more than one individual perpetrator or individual victim. Similariy, an
individual perpetrator or victim could be involved in multiple incidents.

HOW SERIOUS A PROBLEM WAS CRIME AND VIOLENCE IN
U.S. PUBLIC SCHOOLS IN THE 1996-97 SCHOOL YEAR?

More than half of U.€. public schools reported experiencingat least one
crime incident in school year 1936-97, and 1 in 10 schools reported at
least one serious violent crime during that school year (table 7),

e Fifty-seven percent of public elementary and secondary school
principals reported that one or more incidents of crime/violence that
were reported to the police or other law enforcement officials had
occurred in their school during the 1996-97 school year.

e Ten percent of all public schools experienced one or more serious
violent crimes (defined as murder, rape or other type of sexual battery,
suicide, physical attack or fight with a weapon, or robbery) that were
reported to police or other law enforcement officials during the 1996-97
school year.




*  Poysical attacks or fights without a weapon led the list of reported
crimes in public schools with about 190,000 such incidents reported for
1996-97 (figure 1). About 116,000 incidents of theft or larceny were
reported along with 98.000 incidents of vandalism. These less serious
or nonviolent crimes were more common than serious violent crimes,
with schools reporting about 4,000 incidents of rape or other type of
sexual battery, 7.000 robberies, and 11,000 incidents of physical attacks
or fights in which weapons were used.

o While 43 percent of public schools reported no incidents of crime in
1996-97, 37 percent reported from one to five crimes and 20 percent
reported six crimes or more (figure 3),

WHAT TYPES OF SCHOOLS WERE LIKELY TO HAVE MORE
SERIOUS PROBLEMS WITH CRIME AND VIOLENCE?

Crime and violence were more of a probiem in middie and high schools
than in elementary schools. Middle schools and high schools were more
likely to report that they had experienced one or more incidents of any
crime and one or more incidents of serious violent crime than
elementary schools (table 7).

e Forty-five percent of elemeuntary schools reported one or more violent
incidents compared with 74 percent of middle and 77 percent of high
schools.

» Four percent of elementary schools reported once or more serious violent
crimes compared with 19 percent of middle and 21 percent of high
schools.

o Ofthe less serious or nonviolent crimes, the largest ratios of crimes per
100.000 students were found in middie and high schools compared with
elementarv schools. This was true for physical attacks or fights without
a weapon, theft/larceny, and vandalism (table 10).

e In general, elementary schools reported proportionately fewer incidents
of scrious violent crime. They reported fower rates of physical attacks
or fights with a weapon and rape or other type of sexual battery when
compared with middle schools and high schools. Tlowever, while
elementary schools reported lower ratios of robbery compared wit.. high
schools. they were not significantly different from middle schools.




Schools that reported serious discipline problems were more likely to have
experienced one or more incidents of crime or violence, and were more
likely to experience serious violent crime than those with less serious
discipline problems (table 7).

s Sixteen percent of public school principals conside.. 'at least one serious
discipline problem (out of 17 discipline issues that they were asked about)
to be a serious problem in their schools in 1996-97 (table 12). The
remaining schools were about equally divided between those that had
minor or no discipline problemson all 17 issues (43 percent) and those -
that reported a moderate {but no serious) problem on at least 1 of the
issues (41 percent).

¢ Principalsin public high schools and middle schools were more likely than
public elementary school principalsto rate at least one discipline issue as a
serious problem in their schools. Thirty-sevenpercent of high school
principals reported at least one serious discipline problem in their schools
compared with 18 percent of middle school principalsand 8§ percent of
elementary school principals (table 12).

e Inboth 1990-91 and 1996-97. the three discipline issues most frequently
rated as serious or moderate problems by principals were student tardiness,
student absenteeism or class cutting, and physical conflictsamong
students(table 13).

WHAT MEASURES ARE SCHOOLS TAKING TO DEAL WITH
PROBLEMS OF CRIME AND VIOLENCE?

Most public schools reported having zero tolerance policies towards
scerious student offenses (table 19).

e Principals were asked about the school had "zero-tolerance” policies,
defined as school or district policy mandating predetermined
consequences for various student offenses. The proportion of schools
that had such policics ranged from 79 to 94 percent on violence,
tobacco, alcohol. drugs. weapons other than firearms, and firearms
(figure 8 and table 19).

Most schools reported that they employed low levels of security
measures to prevent violence (figure 11).

e Todiscover what types of security was employed, schools were asked
whether visitors must sign in, if there was a closed campus policy for
most students during lunch, if access to the school building was
controlled, if access to school grounds was controlled, if there had been
one or more drug sweeps, whether the school used random metal
detector checks on students, or whether students must pass through

vi O




metal detectors daily (table 22). Schools were also asked about the
presence of police or other law enforcement at the school (table 231.

e Two percent of public schools had stringent security, which was defined
as a full-time guard and daily or random metal detector checks
{figure 11). Eleven percent of schools had instituted moderate security
measures such as a full-time guard. or a part-time guard with restricted
access to the school, or metal detectors with no guards, while 84 percent
of public schools reported having a low level of security-restricted
access to their schools but no guards or metal detectors. Another
3 percent reported that none of the security measures asked about in the
survey were used.

Most schools reported having formal school violence prevention
programs (table 25).

* Seventy-eight percent of schools reported having some type of formal
violence-prevention or violence reduction program or effort.

e Fifty percent of public schools with violence-prevention programs
indicated that all or almost all of their students participated in these
programs (figure 12 and table 30).
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Introduction

The disruption caused by violence in our nation’s public elementary and
secondary schools is a national concern. Crime in and around schools
threatens the well-being of swudents, school staff, and communities. [t also
impedes learning and student achievement. The seventh goal of the National
Education Goals states that by the year 2000, “all schools in America will be
free of drugs and violence and the unauthorized presence of firearms and
alcohol. and offer a disciplined environment that is conducive to learning.”
To accomplish this goal, the Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities
Act of 1994 provides for support of drug and violence prevention programs.
The Act includes an impact evaluation component, which contains a
provision requiring the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) to
collect data to determine the frequency. seriousness, and incidence of
violence in elementary and secondary schools.

Respending to this legislation, NCES commissioned a survey (the
Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence) to obtain
current data on schoo! violence and other discipline issues in our nation’s
public elementary and secondary schools. The survey requested information
about 1) the actual number of specific crimes that had occurred at school
during the 1996-97 academic year: 2) principals’ perceptions about the
seriousness of a variety of disciplitie issues at their schools; 3) the types of
disciplinary actions schools took against students for some serious
violations: and 4) the kinds of security measures and violence prevention
programs that were in place in public schools. Principals were asked to
provide information about incidents of crime and violence that were serious
enough for the police or other law enforcement representatives to have been
contacted. They were also asked to report only on incidents occurring in
school buildings, on school grounds. on school buses, and at school-
sponsored events or activities held in places other than school grounds or
school property. The data collected indicate both the incidence anc
frequency of many types of serious crimes that took place in public schools
and the types of security and other violence-prevention measures in place in
schools.

This report presents the findings from the survey. which was conducted for
NCES by Westat. a rescarch firm in Rockville, Maryland. The survey was
conducted through the NCES Fast Response Survey System (FRSS) during
the spring and summer of 1997. FRSS is a survey system designed to collect
small amounts of issue-oriented data with minimal burden on respondents
and within a relativeiy short time frame. Questionnaires were mailed to
school principals. who were asked to complete the survey form or to have it
completed by the person most knowledgeable about discipline issues at the
school.

The survey was conducted with a nationally representative sample of regular
public elementary, middle. and high schools in the 50 states and the District
of Columbia. Special education, alternative, and vocational schools, and
schools that taught only prekindergarten, kindergarten, or adult education
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were not represented in the sample. Survey findings are presented
separately for all regular public schools, and by the following school
characteristics (defined in the glossary of terms on pages 32 through 35):

e Instructional level: eiementary, middle, k.gh school.

s  Size of enrollment: less than 300 students (small schools), 300 to 999
students (medium-sized schools), 1,000 or mor= students (large schools).

s Locale of school: city, urban fringe, town, rural.
s  (eographic region: Northeast, Southeast, Central, West.

¢ Percent minority enrollment: less than 5 percent, 5 to 19 percent, 20 to
49 percent, 50 percent or more.

e Percent of students eligible for the federally funded free or reduced-price
lunch program used as a measure of poverty concentration: less than
20 percent, 20 to 34 percent, 35 to 49 percent, 50 to 74 percent,
75 percent or more.

Some survey findings are also presented by school characteristics reporied in
the survey:

e Principals’ reports on discipline problems in their schools: no problems/
minor problems reported by principal, moderate problems, and serious
problems.

¢ Types of crime reported: no crime, any crime (including less serious or
nonviolent crime only and/or some serious crimes reported), lesser
crimes only, some serious crimes reported.

e Zerotolerance policy for violence: schools reporting that they do have a
zero tolerance policy for violence, schools reporting that they do not
have a zero tolerance policy for violence.

e Police/law enforcement presence: 30 hours or more per week: 10-29
hours per week; 1-9 hours per week; stationed as needed; none stationed
at the schocl.

[t is important to note that many of the school characteristics used for
independent analyses may also be related to each other. The size of
enroliment and instructional level of schools, for example, are known to be
related with middle schools and high schools typically being larger than
elementary schools. Similarly, locale may be related to poverty level and
other relationships between analysis variables may exist. The sample size
was not large enough to control for these types of relationships. Their
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existence, however, should be considered in the interpretation of the data
presented in this report.

Among the data collected on school discipline and violence issues in public
schools were incidents of specific crimes and on a variety of specific
discipline issues. The types of crimes and discipline issues on which this
survey focused do not represent an exhaustive tist of possible school crime
or discipline infractions. Also, the number of incidents of crime reported by
schools is not the same as the number of individuals involved ir such
incidents and the reader should keep in mind the specifics of this study when
comparing the findings reported here with other studies on school crime and
violence. The data reported in this study may vary from data reported
elsewhere because of differences in definitions, coverage. respondents, and
sample. Among the issues to consider in interpreting the data presented in
this report are:

The Choice of Survey Respondent. This survey relied on the responses of
public school principals (or schoof disciplinarians) to report on ali data items
requested. This includes the reports on the incidence of specific crimes in
their schools. There are other surveys in existence, most notably the annual
National Crime Victimization Survey of the Bureau of Justice Statistics,
Department of Justice, that request information from actual crime victims?
It is likely that the incident reports provided by a third party, in this case
school principals, may be an undercount of the incidents of crime and
violence that might have occurred during the school year examined. This is
particularly likely for lesser incidents, such as theft, that may not have been
reported to the principal as they occurred. Thus, comparisons with reports
by victims of crimes that occurred in public schools will not necessarily
match those reports provided by school principals in this study.

The Survey Questions Asked. For reporting on specific incidents of
crime, principals were asked to provide information only on those serious
enough for the police or other law enforcement representatives to have been
contacted. Additionaily, the incidents reported were restricted to those that
occurred in school buildings, on school grounds, on school buses, and at
school-sponsored events or activities held in places other than school
grounds or school property. These restrictions were necessary to improve
recall and to ensure that the incidents that were reported were both of a
serious nature and comparable across schools. These restrictions could
result in a lower number of reported incidents when compared with the
number reported by other studies that do not similarly restrict the questions
asked.

! For victim-reported student crime data see L. Bastian and B Taylon. School Crime, .S, Department of’
Juslice. Burcau of Justice Statistics, 1991 (NCJ-121645),
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The Survey Sample Size. The sainple size for this survey, 1,234 public
schools, was too small to ensure reliable estimates for very rare events. In
the case of school-based violence, both murders and suicides are relatively
rare events. !n fact, no murders were reported by principals in this survey.
Although a small number of suicides were reported and later verified, the
number was too small to allow the calculation of reliable estimates and is
therefore not reported in the results of this survey, except where combined
with other types of violent events to present general statistics, This does not
mean that no murders or suicides occurred in public schools during the
1996-97 schoo! year. Other studies have detailed both incidents of murder
and suicide in public schools and discussed the methodology employed to
make such estimates.’

Finally, the reader should be cautioned that any sample survey is subject to
data collectionerrors and response bias. Further information on the technical
specifications,response rates, calculation of standard errors and testing of
comparisons presented in this text are provided in the section on survey
methodology and sample selection at the end of the report.

Data have been weighted to national estimates of regular public schools and
table A on page 28 provides the weighted and unweighted distribution of the
sample by the analysis variables. All comparative statements made in this
report have been tested for statisticai significance through chi-square tests or
t-tests adjusted for multiple comparisons using the Bonferroni adjustment
and are significant at the (.05 level or better. However, not all statistically
significant comparisons have been presented. Data are presented in figures
appearing in the text and in reference tables that appear in the Table of
Estimates and Standard Errors on pages 37 to 122. The survey questionnaire
is reproduced in appendix A.

*S. P. Kuchur, ct al., " School Associated Violent Deaths in the United States. 1992 to 1994, Journal of
the American Mediical Association. Junc {2, 1996, 275 (22) 1729-1733




Incidents of
Crime and
Violence in
Public Schools

Public schools principals were presented with a list of crimes and asked to

report the number of incidents of each type of crime that had occurred at
their schools during the 1996-97 school year. The crimes about which
schools were asked were murder, suicide, rape or other type of sexual
batterv, physical attack or fight with a weapon, robbery, physical attack or
fight without a weapon, theft or larceny, and vandalism. Respondents were
provided with definitions for each of these types of crime (those definitions
appear in the glossary of this report on pages 32 through 35). Under the
assumption that crimes or offenses reported to police would be more
accurately recalled, schools were asked to report only those incidents for
which the police or other law enforcement representatives had been
contacted. It was also assumed that requiring a benchmark of law
enforcement contact would minim ize subjective judgment about which
incidents to include. Only crimes occurring at the school, including those
that took place in school buildings, on school grounds, on school buses, and
at school-sponsored events or activities, but not officially on school grounds.
were to be reported. While student victimization and teacher-reported data
on crimes occurring at school have been collected and reported elsewhere,
school principals were asked to report unduplicated incidents at the school
level.*

During 1996-97, about 4,000 incidents of rape or other types of sexual
battery were reported in our nation’s public schools (figure | and table 1).
There were about 11,000 incidents of physical attacks or fights in which
weapons were used and 7.000 robberies in schools that year. About 190,000
fights or physical attacks not involving weapons also occurred at schools in
1996-97, along with about 115,000 thefis and 98,000 incidents of vandalism
(tables 2-6).

'See W, Mansficld. D. Alexander. and E. Farris, Teucher Sunvey on Safe. Discipitned. und Drug-Free
Schools. Fast Response Survey System. FRSS 42, U.S. Departiment of Education, National Center for
Education Statistics. 1991 (NCES 91-091) for teacher-reported data. For student-reported crime data
see L. Bastian and B. Taylor, School Crime 11.S. Department of Justice, Burcau of Justice Statistics.
1991 (NCJ-131645). and M.J. Nolan, E. Daily, and K. Chandler. Student Victimization at School. U.S.
Depaniment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1995 (NCES 95.204).




Figure 1.——~Number of various crimes occurring in public schools:

1996-97
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SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. Nationa! Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response
Survey Sysiem, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence.” FRSS 63, 1997,

Becrar 2 the sample size was not large enough to produce reliable estimates
for very rare events, the survey was not able to estimate either the
percentage of schools experiencing one or more incidents of murder or
suicide or the total number of these crimes that occurred at public schools
during 1996-97. For example, in the sample of 1,234 public schools, murder
was not reported by any of the schools and, similarly, only 4 schools in thc
sample reported any incidents of suicide. The rarity of the occurrence of
these crimes at school, given the sample size of the study, precluded the
generation of reliable national estimates. In a descriptive case study of
violent deaths in schools, Kachur, et al., estimated that there were 105
school-associated violent deaths including 85 murders occurring at schools
during a 2-year period from 1992 to 1994.°

*S.P Kachur, et ab . "School Associated Violent Deaths in the United States. 1692 to 1994." Jowrnal of
the American Medical Association, June 12, 1996, 275(22)° 1729-1733
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Percent of Schools were asked to report the number of incidents of various crimes. To

Public Schools understand the extent to which crimes affect our nation’s public schools and
. public school students, the incidence of crime in terms of the proportion of
Reportmg schools experiencing crimes are examined below. Nationally, 43 percent of
Crime and schools reported that none of the listed crimes had occurred there during the
. 1996-97 school year (figure 2 and table 7). Fifty-seven percent, however,
Violence reported that at least one of these crimes had occurred and had been reported
to the police. One in 10 public schools reported at least one serious violent
crime such as rape or sexual battery, suicide, physical attacks or fights with
weapon, or robbery had occurred at the school. Almost half (47 percent)
indicated that they had experienced no incidents of serious violent crime, but
. one or more less serious crimes such as a physical attack or fight without the
use of a weapon. theft, or vandalism had occurred.

Figure 2.—Percent of public schools indicating the seriousness of
reported crimes occurring at the school: 1996-97

At lcast one
serious violent

No serious violent
crimc but at least
one serious
or nonviolent
crime

*No crinte means school did not report contacting the police or other law enforcement representative
during the 1996-97 school year about crimes listed in the questionnaire. However, other crimes not
specified on the survey questionnaire could have occurred or crimes could have occurred but not been
reported (o the police.

NOTE: Serious violent crime mearns that any one of the following crimes occurred at the school:
rurder, rape or other type of sexual battery. suicide, physical attack or fight with a weapon. or robbery.

Less serious or nonviolent crimes include physical attack or fight without a weapon, theftlarceny, and
vandalism.

SOURCE: U.S. Depastment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response
Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Sunvcy on School Vioience.” FRSS 63. 1997.
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Vandalism was reported by 38 percent of public schools, theft/larceny by

31 percent of schools, and physical attacks or fights without a weapon by 28
percent (table 8). These crimes were the most frequently occurring in terms
of the percentages of schools affected. Smaller percentages of schools
reported more serious crimes: 3 percent of public schools reported the
occurrence of a rape or other type of sexual battery at the school: 3 percent.
arobbery; and 6 percent, a physical attack or fight in which a weapon had
been used.

With the exception ¢f vandalism. roughly the same percentage of schools
reporting various types of crime also reported incidents involving students as
either victims or perpetrators and that crime occurred during school hours or
at school-sponsored events.

A smaller percentage of elemcntary schools than middle schools or high
schools reporied that any crime at all occurred during the 1996-97 school
vear (table 7). About haif of all ¢elementary schools (45 percent) reported at
least one crime. In contrast. 74 percent of middle schools and 77 percent of
high schools did so. Higher percentages of middle and high schools also
reported at least one serious violent crime (i.e., robbery, rape or sexual
battery, or assault or fight with a weapon), with about 20 percent indicating a
serious violent crime had occurred at the school compared with 4 percent for
elementary schools.

School crime was also more likely in larger schools. While 38 percent of
small schools reported any incidents. 60 percent of medium-sized schools.
and 89 percent of large schools reported criminal incidents. Serious violent
crime was more likely to be reported by the largest schools. One-third of
schools with enrollments of 1.000 or more reported at least one serious
violent crime. compared with 4 to 9 percent in schools with fewer than 1.000
students.

Schools in cities were at lcast twice as likely to report serious violent crime
as those in towns and in rural locations, although city schools were not
significantly ditferent from urban fringe schools. Seventeen percent of city
schools reported at least one serious violent crim<, while 8 percent of rurai
schools and 5 percent of schools located in towns reporied any serious
violent crime. Eleven percent of schools in urban fringe areas reported a
serious violent crime, which was not significantly different from cities.

Schools with the highest proportion of minority students were more likely to
report crimes than schools with the smallest proportion of minority
enrollment. Sixty-eight percent of schools with minority enrollments of 50
percent or more reported some crime compared with 47 percent of those
with less than 5 percent minority enrcllment. Further. schools with 50
percent or rmore minority enrollment were more likely to report serious
violent crime than with less than 5 percent minority enrollment (15 percent
compared with 6 percent).
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Schools indicating that they have a policy to report crimes to the public were
less likely to report having experienced any crime than those without this
policy, but both types of schools were about as likely to report at least one
serious crime. Greater police or law enforcement presence, however, was
associated with the incidence of serious crime. Schools with police or other
law enforcement stationed at the school for 30 or more hours per week were
more likely to report having experienced a serious violent crime (38 percent)
cempared with schools in which police were not stationed or stationed only
as needed (6 to 14 percent, respectively).

Schools in which principals perceived that general discipline issues were not
a serious problem were more likely to report that they had no crime
incidents. Sixty percent of public schools in which principals reported no
discipline problems or only minor discipline problems reported no crime for
the 1996-97 school year. Thirty-eight percent of those in which school
principals reported some moderate discipline problems reported having no
crime, and 14 percent of schools with at least one discipline problem
considered serious by their principal had no reported crime. Among schools
with at least one discipline problem considered serious, 28 percent reported
serious crime compared with 3 percent of schools with no discipline
problems or minor problems, and 10 percent of those with moderate

problems.
Frequency of M ost public schoals experienced a relatively small number of crimes in
Crime and 1996-97. While 43 percent reported none of the crimes for which the survey

collected data. 37 percent reported | to 5 incidents of crime at the school
(figure 3). Seven percent of public schools reported having between 6 and
10 separate incidents during the 1996-97 school year, and 12 percent
reported more than 10 incidents for that period. The number of incidents is a
factor of the size of schools. Therefore, another measure, the ratio of
incidents of crimes, was used to determine the frequency of crime in
schools.”

Violence

Overall, about 1.000 crimes per 100,000 students were reported in our
nation’s public schools (table 9). This included about 950 crimes per
100.000 that were not serious or violent crimes (theft, vandalism, fights or
assaults without a weapon) and about 50 serious violent crimes per 100,000
students (rape or sexual battery, robbery. fight with a weapon, suicide). The
overall rate of crime differed by school characteristics. Elementary schools
reported about 350 crimes per 100,000 students, compared with about 1,625
in middle schools and about 1.800 in high schools. The ratio of serious
violent crime was lowest in elementary schools, with 13 violent crimes

“ [t should be noted that the ratio of incidents of crimes was caleulated from the number of incidents
reported by public schools per 100.000 public school students and uss not represent student-reported
victimization rates.




reported per 100,000 students compared with 93 per 100,000 students in
middle schools and 103 per 100,000 students in high schools.

Figure 3.—Percent of public schools with number of reported crime
incidents at the school: 1996-97

No 10§
reported reported
incidents incidents

6t 10
reported
incidents

More than 10
reported incidents

NOTE: The number of reported incidents of crime at the school are based on the total number of the

following crimes for which the school reported that the police were contacted: murder, rape or other

sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with and without a weapon, robbery. thefi or larceny. and

vandalism. Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response
Survcy System, "Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997,

While a lower percentage of small schools reported any serious violent
crime compared with medium and large schools, the ratio of serious violent
crimes per 100,000 students was lower in medium-sized schaols than n
large schools. Medium-sized schools reported 38 serious violent crimes per
100,000 students, compared with the 90 serious violent crimes per 100.000
students reporied by large schools. Small schools reported 61 serious
violent crimes per 100,000 students.

City schools reported 95 incidents of serious violence per 100.000 students,
compared with 28 serious violent incidents per 100,000 students ia towns.
City schools, however, were not significantly different from rural or urban
fring- schools in this regard.

The ratio of serious violent crime was asscciated with percent minority
enrollment. While the ratio of serious violent crime per 100,000 students
was 19 in schools with less than 5 percent minority enrollment, it was 51 per
100,000 students in those schools with 20 to 49 percent minority students,
and 96 per 100,000 in schools with 50 percent or more minority enrollment.




Frequency of
Specific Crimes

For every 100.000 public school students, 26 attacks or fights with a
weapon, 17 robberies, and 10 rapes occurred at school (tabie 10). These
represented the serious violent crimes for which the survey collected data.
More frequently reported were the less serious or nonviolent crimes
including 444 attacks or fights without a weapon, 274 incidents of theft or
larceny. and 234 incidents of vandalism per 100,000 students in public
schools.

Elementary schools, which reported proportionately fewer incidents of
serious violent crime in general, reported lower rates of both physical attacks
or fights in which weapons were used and rape or other type of sexual
battery than middle and high schools. Differences between elementary
schools and high schools were also found in the rate at which robbery was
repoited, although no difference was found between elementary and middle
schools for this crime. Physical attacks or fights in which weapons were
used were almost 7 times more frequent in middle and high schools than in
elementary schools. While there were 7 physical attacks or fights with a
weapon per 100,000 students in elementary schools, the rate was 49 per
100.00 middle school students and 4€ per 100.000 high school students.
Rapes or other types of sexual battery were reported in middle and high
schools at about the same rate. with | 7 per 100.000 students in middle
schools and 18 per 100.000 in high schools. as compared to the 3 rapes or
other type of sexual battery per 100,000 students reported in elementary
schools.

Of the less serious or nonviolent crimes (vandalism. physical attacks or
fights without a weapon. and theft or larceny). the ratio at which all three
crimes occurred was more frequent in middie and high schools than in
clementary schools. Physical attacks or fights without a weapon were the
number one crime in both middle schools and high schools, followed by
theft and vandalism.
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Principals’
Perceptions of
Discipline
Issues in Their
Schools

Principals were asked to report the extent to which specific discipline issues
were a problem in their schools during the 1996-97 school year so that the
relationship between discipline and crime could be examined. Additionally,
data were available on this topic from a 1991 survey which could be used for
comparisons.

e Student tardiness )
¢ Student absenteeism

e Physical conflicts among

* Robbery or theft of items .

¢  Vandalsm of school

e Student alcohol use
e Student drug usc

e Sale of drugs on school

¢  Student tobacco use

Principals were asked to rate each of the following discipline
issues as a serious problem, moderate problem, minor problem,
or not a problem at the school

Student possession of
weapons

e Trespassing

students o Verbal abuse of teachers
Physical abuse of teachers
worth over $10 ,

e Teacher absenteeism
property e Teacher alcohol or drug use
e Racial tensions and

e Gangs

grounds

Overall. principals generally perceived these discipline issues in their
schools as no more than minor problems {43 percent) or moderate problems
{41 percent: figure 4). Sixteen percent of public school principals. however,
perceived at least one discipline issue as a serious problem.

During the 1996-97 school year, student tardiness (40 percent), student
absenteeism or class cutting (25 percent). and physical conflicts among
students (21 percent) were the three discipline issues most often cited by
public school principals as serious or moderate problems in their schools
(derived from table 11). Public schoo! principals were much less likely (0 to
2 percent) to indicate that teacher alcohol or drug use, physical abuse of
teachers, the sale of drugs on school grounds, and student possession of
weapons were serious or moderate problems at their school than the three
most prevalent problems.
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Types of Schools
With Discipline
Problems

Figure 4.—Percent of public schools reporting the extent to which
discipline issues were a problem at the school: 1996-97

Moderate

No problems/ problems

minor problems g

Serious
problems

NOTE: Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was
a serious probfem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at least one discipline issue was a
moderate problem and there were no serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the
respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem or a minor problem.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Fducation. National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response
Survey Sysiem, “Principal:Schoo! Disciplinarian Sunvey on School Violence,” FRSS 63. 1997.

Principals were more likely to perceive at least one discipline issue as a
serious problem in high schools and schools with enrollments of more than
1.000 students (table 12). Comparatively, the lowest percent of schools with
principals reporting serious discipline problems were elementary schools (8
percent), followed by middle schools (18 percent). Twice as many
principals in high schools reported some serious discipline problems (37
perceat). Thirty-eight percent of principals in large schools reported some
serious discipline problems compared with 15 percent of principals in
medium-sized schools and 10 percent of principals in small schools.

The discipline issues most frequently reported as moderate or serious
problems by principals differed by instructional level, school size, location
of school. minority enrollment, and the percentage of students eligible for
the federally funded free or reduced-price lunch program (tables 13 through
17). For elementary and high schools, student tardiness and student
absenteeism or class cutting were among the three most often cited serious
or moderate discipline problems (32 and 67 percent, respectively, for student
tardiness, and 17 and 52 percent. respectively, for student absenteeism/class
cutting: figure 5 and table 13). Principals of elementary and middle schools
also reported physical conflicts among students as one of their top three
serious or moderate discipline problems (18 percent and 35 percent,
respectively). whereas in high schools. student tobacco, drug, and alcohol
use were more often reported as serious or moderate problems than physical
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conflicts among students (48, 36, and 27 percent compared with 17 percent,
respectively),

Figure 5.—Percent of public schools reporting that specific discipline
issues were a serious or moderate problem at the school, by
instructional level: 1996-97

Percent B Student tardiness

190 9 B Student absenteeism/elass cutting
O Physical conflicts among students
0 Student tobacco use
30
o0 4

40

20

All public schools Elementany Middle High

SOURCE: US. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response
Survey System. “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence.” FRSS 63, 1997.

Principals in large schools were more likely to report student tardiness was a
serious or moderate problem than those in medium-sized and small schools
(64 percent compared with 42 percent and 29 percent, respectively; table
14). Student absenteeism/ciass cutting was also more of an issue in large
schools, with 53 percent of these schools compared with 24 percent of
medium schools and 19 percent of small schools considering it a serious or
moderate problem. Tobacco use was also more frequently regarded as a
serious or moderate problem in large schools (40 percent of large schools,
compared with 11 percent of medium and 13 percent of small schools).

Physical conflicts among students were more frequently reported to be
serious or moderate discipline problems in city schools than in rural schools
(25 percent versus 14 percent; table 15). Student tardiness was more
frequently reported as a serious or moderate problem by principals in
schools with a minority enrollment of more than 50 percent (56 percent)
compared with 25 to 42 percent in schools with less than 20 percent minority
enroliment (table 16). This pattern was also found in schools with the
highest percentage of students eligible for the federally funded free or
reduced-price lunch program compared to the lowest (table 17). Twenty-
nine percent of schools with 75 percent or more students eligible for the
school lunch program reported physical conflicts as a serious or moderate
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problem, compared with 13 percent in schools that have fewer than 20
percent of students eligible for the free or reduced-price lunch.

Principals’ perceptions of discipline issues were related to reported crime in
their schools. Among principals in schools with no reported crime,

59 percent reported that discipline issues were either not a problem or that
there were only minor problems compared with 3 percent in schools with at
feast one crime (figure 6). Conversely, 24 percent of principals in schools
with any crime at their schools perceived at least one discipline issue as a
serious problem while 5 percent of principals in schools with no crime
perceived that their schools had one or more serious discipline problems.

Figure 6.—Percent of public schools reporting the extent to which
discipline issues were a problem at the school, by reported
crime in the school: 1996-97

Percent M No problems/minor problems’
100 7 3 Moderate problems'
O Serious problems'
80 1
60 7
40 "
24
20
0 =~
Schools with no crime? Schools with any crime?

'Serious problems means *ie respondent indicated at least | of 17 different discipline issues was a
serious problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at least one disciplin.: issue was a
moderate problem and there were no serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the
respondent indicated all discipline issues were eithet no problem or a minor problem.

INo crime means school did not report contacting the police or other law enforcement representative
duting 1996-97 school ycar about listed crimes. Any crime means the school reported contacting the
police or other law enforcement representative at Icast once about the listed crimes.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response
Survey System, “Principal/School Discipiinarian Survey on School Violence.” FRSS 63, 1997,

Identical information on principals’ perceptions of discipline problems, with
the exception of an item about gangs, was collected in another FRSS survey
conducted in 1991. A few comparisons of the principal-reported data over
time are noteworthy, and tables 13 through 17 provide data for both years.




School Actions
and Reactions
to Discipline
Issues

Although student tardiness, student absenteeism/class cutting, and physical
conflicts were the three most often mentioned serious or moderate discipline
problems in 1991 and 1997, principals in high schools were more likely to
report tardiness, absenteeism/class cutting, and student drug use as serious or
moderate problems in 1997 (67, 52, and 36 percent, respectively) than in
1991 (50, 39, and 20 percent, respectively; table 13).

Among those schools with 75 percent or more students eligible for the
federally funded free or reduced-price lunch program, teacher absenteeism
was less likely to be rated as a serious or moderate problems in 1997 by
principals (table 17). In 1991 teacher absenteeism was reported to be a
serious or moderate problem by 33 percent of principals compared to 15
percent of principals in 1997.

The survey asked respondents to indicate how many of three specific
actions were taken against students for each of the following offenses:

The possession or use of a firearm:

s The possession or usc of a weapon other than a firearm:

o The possession. distribution, or use of alcohol or drugs. including
tobacco: and
s Physical attacks or fights.

The three disciplinary actions about which schools were asked to report were
expulsions. transfers to alternative schools or programs, and out-of-school
suspensions lasting 5 or more days. It is important to note that schools may
have chosen to invoke any. more than one, or none of these disciplinary
actions during the 1996-97 school vear for the abave offenses. They may
also take other disciplinary actions. Thus. these three disciplinary options
are not an exhaustive list, simply those that were focused upon in this
survey. It is important to note that schools may not have experienced any of
the crimes or infractions and therefore took no actions.

Possession or use of a firearm. For the possession or use of a firearm,

5 percent of all schools reported taking onc or more of these three actions
against students for a total of 16,587 actions (table 18). Half of the actions
reported were out-of-school suspensions lasting 5 or more days (49 percent;
figure 7). Twenty percent of school-reported actions were transferring
students to alternative schools or programs, and 31 percent were expulsions
of students for the possession or use of a fircarm (figure 7 and table 18).

Possession or use of a weapon other thun a firearm. Weapons other than
a firearm were defined as any instrument or object used with the intent to




threaten, injure, or kill, including knives, razor blades or other sharp-edged
objects, ice picks or other pointed objects, basebal} bats, sticks, rocks, or
bottles. Twenty-two percent of public schools reported having taken one or
more of the specific actions against students for possession or use of a
weapon other than a firearm (table 18). About 58,000 actions were reported:
23 percent of these actions were expulsions, 22 percent were transfers to
alternative programs or schools. and 55 percent were out-of school-
suspensions lasting 5 or more days (figure 7 and table 18).

Possession, distribution, or use of alcohoi or drugs, including tobacco.
For the possessian, distribution, or use of alcohol, drugs, and tobacco,

27 percent of schools reported taking a total of about 170,000 actions:

62 percent of the actions were out-of-school suspensions lasting 5 or more
days, 20 percent were transfers to alternative schools or progranis, and ! 8
percent were expulsions (figure 7 and table 18).

Figure 7.—Percent of specifizd disciplinary actions taken by public
schools for specific offenses, by type of action taken:

19%6-97
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meluding tobacco

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response
Sunvey System. “Principal: School Disciplinarian Suncy on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997

Physical Attacks or Fights. About40 percent of all public schools reported
having taken at least one of the actions against students for fighting for an
estimated total of 331.000 actions (figure 7 and table 18). The most
commonly reported action was out-of-school suspensions lasting § or more
days (66 percent), followed by transfers to an alternative school or program
and expulsions (19 and 15 percent, respectively).




Zero Tolerance
Policies

Policies to Report
Crimes to the
Public

Three-quarters or more of all schools reported having zero tolerance
policies for various student offenses (figure 8 and table 19). “Zero tolerance
policy” was defined as a school or district policy that mandates
predetermined consequence/s or punishments for specific offenses. About
90 percent of schools reported zero tolerance policies for firearms (94
percent) and weapons other than firearms (91 percent). Eighty-seven and 88
percent had policies of zero tolerance for alcohol and drugs, respectively.
Seventy-nine percent had a zero tolerance policy for violence and 79 percent
had a zero tolerance policy for tobacco.

Figure 8.—Percent of public schools that have adopted zero tolerance
policics for various student offenses: 1996-97
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other than
firearms

SOURCE. U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Fast Responsc
Survey System. “Principal/School Discipiinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63. 1997.

Schools with no crime reported were less likely to have a zero tolerance
policy for violence (74 percent) than schools that had reported one or more
serious crimes (85 percent).

Thirty-nine percent of public schools had a policy to report serious crimes
to the public (table 20). Schools with no reported crime (46 percent) were
more likely (han schools with reported crime (34 percent) to have such a
policy.




Requiring School
Uniforms

School Efforts
to Ensure
Safety and
Promote
Discipline

Three percent of all public schools requice students to wear uniforms (table
21). About one-fourth (26 percent) of these schools initiated the
requirement prior to the 1994-95 school year, 40 percent initiated it between
the 1994-95 and 1995-96 school vears. and 34 percent initiated it in 1996-97
(figure 9).

Figure 9.—Percent of public schools requiring school uniforms, by year
requirement initiated

D Pnor to 199495 schual year

W 1994-95 or 1995-96 schuo! years

B 1996-97 school year

NOTE: Bascd on the 3 percent of all public schools which require uniforms.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response
Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Vielence,” FRSS 63, 1997,

Uniforms were more likely to be required in schools with a high percentage
of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch (11 percent in schools
with 75 percent or more free or reduced-price lunch eligibility) compared
with schools in which less than 50 percent of students were eligible (2
percent or less; table 21). Schools with 50 percent or more minority
enroflment were also more likely to require student uniforms than those with
lower minosity enrollment (13 percent compared with 2 percent or less).

Schools completing the survey were given a list of seven security measures
widely used to ensure safety in schools and asked if these measures were

used in their institutions.

Schools reported on whether the following actions werc taken:
e Visitors were requircd to sign in;

e Access to school grounds was controlled:

e Access to the schoal building was controlled;

¢  School campuses were closed for most students during lunch:
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¢ Students had to pass through metal detectors daily;
¢ Random metal detector checks were performed; and
¢ Schools conducted drug sweeps (e.g., locker searches, dog searches).

Ninety-six percent of public schools reported that visitors were required to
sign in before entering the schoo! buildings (figure 10). This measure was
required by almost all schools, with a range of 91-100 percent, regardless of
instructional level, size, locale, region, minority enrollment, or percentage of
students eligible for free or reduced-priced school lunch (table 22).

Figure 10.—Percent of public schools reporting various types of security
measures at the schools: 1996 27
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SOQURCE: U.S. Depanment of Education. National Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response
Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,™ FRSS 63, 1997,

Security included controlled access to school grounds in 24 percent of public
schools and was most prevalent in large schools. Forty-nine percent of large
schoais reported controlling access to school grounds, compared with 16
percent of smalil schools and 24 percent of medium-sized schools.

Controlled access to school grounds also varied by locale, region, percent
minority enrollment, percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price
lunch, and principals’ reported discipline problems. City schools were more
likely to secure school grounds than rural schools (35 percent, compared
with 13 percent). Schools in the Central region of the country were about
half as likely to report controiling access to school grounds as those in the
Southeast and the West {12 percent compared with 28 to 31 percent,
respectively). Controlied access to school grounds was higher in schools
with the highest percentages of minority students than those with the lowest
percentages (14 percent in schools with less than 5 percent minority




enroliment and 38 percent in schools in which at [cast haif the students were
minorities) and in schools with the largest proportions of students in poverty
than in those with the lowest (18 percent in schools with less than 20 percent
eligibility for the free or reduced-price school Tunch program and 37 percent
in schools with 75 percent eligibility for the school [unch program).

Fifty-three percent of public schools controlled access to their school
buildings. Elementary and middle schoels were more likely to secure access
to the school building than high schools (57 and 51 percent compared with
40 percent). Differences were also tound by school size. Fifty-five percent
of large schools and 57 percent of medium-sized schools controlled access to
their school buiidings compared with 40 percent for small schoe's. City and
urban fringe schools were also more likely to control building access (62 and
68 percent. respectively) compared with those located in towns (49 pereent)
and rural areas (33 percent). Northeastern schools were more inclined to
have controlled access to their school buildings (70 percent) coinpared with
Western schools (46 percent)., Central schools (48 percent). and Southeastern
schools (52 percent).

Eighty percent of schools reported having a closed campus policy
prohibiting inost students from leaving the campus for lunch. At 93 percent.
middle school principals overwhelmingly reported having this policy (table
22). A smaller percentage of elementary and high schools had this policy
(76 and 78 percent, respectively). Sixty-seven percent of smatl schools had
instituted the closed campus policy compared with 82 percent of targe
schools.

Daily use of metal detectors as & security measure was reported in 1 pereent
of public schools. Schools where serious violent crimes were reported were
more likely to employ metal detectors than those with fess serious crime
only or no ciime (4 percent compared with | percent or less). Random
melal detector checks were more likely to be reported by large schools (15
percent) compared with small schools (less than | percent} or medium-sized
schools (4 percent). Similarly, a higher percentage of schools where a
serious critme was reported (15 percent) performed these checks compared to
schools where no crime was reported {1 percent) or schoois where only less
serious crimes were reported (4 percent).

Middle and high schools where principals reported at Ieast one serious
discipline problem were more likely to use drug sweeps (36 and 43 percent.
respectively) compared with clementary schools (5 percent).
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Presence of Police
or Other Law
Enforcement in
Public Schools

Stringency of
Security Across
School

Characteristics

In addition to the security measures above, 6 percent of public schools had
police or other law enforcement representatives stationed 30 heurs or more
at the school, | percent of schools had law enforcement officials stationed 10
to 29 hours, 3 percent had officials stationed from | to 9 hours, 12 percent of
schools did not have officials stationed during a typical week (but were
available as needed), and 78 percent of schools did not have any officials
stationed at their school during the 1996-1997 school year (table 23). The
full-time presence of law officials, while rare at elementary schoois

(1 percent), was found in 10 percent of middle schools and 19 percent of
high schools. It was also reported in 39 percent of large schools with 1,000
or more students, in 13 percent of city schools and schools with 50 percent
or more minority enroliment, in 15 percent of schools in which principals
felt there were some serious discipline issues, and in 23 percent of schools in
which at lcast one serious crime was reported in 1996-97.

From school-reported information on the types of security measures and
police presence at the schools, a composite variable was developed tc
determine how stringent security was in public schools during 1996-97.
Security measures were considered to be stringent if a police or other law
enforcement representative such as a guard was present full-time and
students passed through metal detectors on a daily basis or were subject to
random checks with metal detectors. Moderate security measures were
defined as either a fuil-time policeman or guard with no metal detectors and
1o controlled access to the school building, or a part-time guard with or
without metal detectors and controlled access to the school building.
Schools with no regular guard but with metal detectors were also considered
to have moderate security measures. Schools with low security measures
were those with no guards, no metal detectors, but controlled access to the
school building. Schools were considered to have no security measures if
there were no guards, no metal detectors, and no controlled access to the
school.

Overall, security was considered stringent in 2 percent of public schools
(table 24). Security was moderate in 1] percent of schools, but most, 84
percent. had low security. and another 3 percent had no security (figure 11).




Violence
Prevention
Programs

Figure 11.—Percent of public schools, by degree of security: 1996-97
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NOTF: Security measures were considered stringent if a full-time guard was present and students must
pass through a metal detector daily or were subject to random checks with meta! detectors. Moderate
sccurity measures were defined as cither a full-time guard with no metal detectors and o restricted
access to school. or a part-time guard with or without metal detectors, but had restricted access. No
security measures were schools with no guards. no meta! detectors and no restricted access to the school.

SOURCE: U.S. Departiment of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Responsc
Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.

A majority of public school principals (78 percent) reported having some
type of formal school violence prevention or reduction programs (tables 25
and 26). The percentage of schools with both i-day and ongoing programs
(43 percent) was aimost double the percentage of schools with only ongoing
programs (24 percent) and quadruple the percentage of schools with only |-
day programs (11 percent).

Schools in which a serious crime was reported were more likely to have
violence prevention programs than those in which no crime or only less
serious crime had occurred (93 percent compared with 74 and 79 percent.
respectively; tables 25 and 27). Schools with serious crime also had more
programs per school. They reported a mean of 6 programs per school
compared with 3.4 violence prevention programs in schools with no crime or
lesser crimes only (table 27).

In some public schools, incidents during 1996-97 requiring police contact
were used to modify or introduce new violence prevention programs. Of
schools with violence prevention programs that had reported one or more
crimes in 1996-97, 31 percent had used these incidents to introduce or
modify their violence prevention programs (table 28).

School principals were asked if, during the 1996-97 school year, they had
any formal programs or efforts intended to prevent or reduce school
violence. Selected components of prevention/reduction programs were




listed and principals were asked if any of their programs included each of the
following:

Program components

» Prevention curriculum, instruction. or training for students (e.g., social
skills training)

» Behavioral programming or behavior modification for students

» Counseling, social work, psychological, or therapeutic activity for
students

» Activities involving individual attention for students (e.g., tutoring,
mentoring)

» Recreational, enrichment, or leisure activities for students

» Student involvement in resolving student conduct problems (e.g.,
dispute or conflict resolution or mediation, student court)

» Training, supervision, or technical assistance in classroom management
for teachers

» Review, revision, or monitoring of schoolwide discipline practices and
procedures

o Community or parent involvement in school violence prevention
programs or efforts

» Reorganization of school, grades, or schedules (e.g., school within a
school, “houses™ or “teams” of students)

The prevention curriculum. counseling/social work, and review/revision of
schoolwide discipline practices were components used most often by schools
with violence prevention or reduction programs (89 percent, 87 percent, and
85 percent, respectively). while reorganization of school, grades, or
schedules was used least often (28 percent: table 29). With the exception of
community/parental involvement, which 48 percent of schools reported
using, between 63 percent and 81 percent of the schools with violence
prevention or reduction programs reported using the remaining components.

For




Participation in
Violence
Prevention
Programs

When asked how many students in their schools participated in violencc
prevention programs that directly served students, 50 percent of principals in
schools with violence prevention programs reported that all or almost all of
their students participated (figure 12 and table 30).

Figure 12.—Percent of public schools wi. violence prevention
progiams, by the proportion of their students that
participated in these programs: 1996-97
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NOTE: Percents may not add to 100 because of reunding

SOURCE: U S. Department of Lducation. National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response
Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Suney on School Violence.” FRSS 63. 1997,

When asked what proportion of teachers and staff in the schools were
substantially involved in the programs, 44 percent of principals in schools
with violence prevention programs reported all or almost all (table 31).
Fifty-one percent of elementary school principals reported that «!l or almost
all of their staff were substantially involved in school violence efforts or
programs compared to 40 percent of middle schools and 26 percent of high
schools. Forty-six percent of medium-sized schools reported that all or
almost all of their staff were involved in violence prevention programs.
compared to 32 percent of large schools.

4 "‘
25 ha




Summary and
Conclusions

Providing a safe and disciplined learning environment in which our children
can learn is a national and worthy priority. The FRSS Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence was conducted to estimate the
incidence and frequency and seriousness of school related crime and
violence during the 1996-97 school year. A nationally representative sample
of 1,234 regular schools participated in the study, and data were weighted to
national totals of all regular public schools in the 50 states and the District of
Columbia.

The sample size was not farge enough to yield reliable estimates for
incidents with very low incidence such as murder and suicide at school.
However, the survey provided estimates for a number of other school-related
violent and nonviolent crimes. Data obtained regarding the occurrence of
crime reflect only incidents that occurred at school, including those that took
place in school buildings, on school grounds, on school buses, and at school-
sponsored events or activities.

Aimost half of all public schools reported no incidents of the types of crimes
examined during the 1996-97 school year. However, other schools
experienced a variety of crimes ranging from minor to very serious offenses.

Serious violent crime in schools was of particular interest since it speaks to
the safety of our children in their schools. Schoeois reported incidents of
suicide, rape or sexual battery, robbery, and physical attacks or fights with a
weapon--all of which were considered serious violent crimes. Onein 10
public schools experienced at least one of these crimes, which occurred at a
rate of 53 incidents per 100,000 students, during 1996-97. Serious violent
crimes were more likely to occur in large schools. Thirty-three percent of
schools with 1,000 or more students expericnced a serious violent crime
compared with 4 to 9 percent in small and medium-sized schools. Large
schools also had a ratio of 90 incidents per 100,000 public school students,
compared with the medium-size schools, with 38 serious violent crimes per
100,000.

Higher pe :entages of middle and high schools expericnced serious violent
crime than elementary schools. Schools in central cities, while more likely
to experience serious violent crime than those in towns and rural locales, did
not differ significantly from urban fringe schools in terms of the percent of
schools reporting at least one incident. City schools also reported a much
higher ratio of violence than those in towns, with 95 incidents per 100,000
students compared with 28 per 100,000 students attending schools in towns.

Overall, 38 percent of public schools reported vandalism, 31 percent
reported theft, and 28 percent had at least one physical attack or fight in

which no weapon was used during 1996-97.

Less serious crimes were also examined since theyv also threaten the order
and safety of schools. Less serious crime for which data were obtained
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included incidents of physical attacks or fights without a weapon, theft or
tarceny, and vandalism. The rate of less serious crime was nearly 20 times
that of serious violent crime with 949 incidents per 100,000 students.

Students attending schools with crime experience a learning environment in
which discipline and safety are jeopardized. The study found that efforts to
prevent or reduce violence were being impiemented in 78 percent of public
schools. Those in which serious crime was reported were more likely to
have these programs than those with no crime or only less serious crimes
(93 percent compared with 74 and 79 percent, respectively).

The sample of public schools for the FRSS Principal/School Disciplinarian
Survey on School Violence was selected from the 1993-94 NCES Common
Core of Data (CCD) Public School Universe File. Over 84,000 public
schools are contained in the CCD Universe File, of which almost 79,000—
49,000 regular elementary schools, 14,000 regular middle schools, and
15,801 regular secondary/combined schools in the 50 states and the District
of Columbia—imeet the eligibility criteria for this study. Excluded from the
sampling frame were special education, vocational, and alternative/other
schools, schools in the territories, and schools with a high grade lower than
one or ungraded.

The sample was stratified by instructional level (elementary, middle, and
secondary/combined), locale (city, urban fringe, town, rural), and school size
(less than 300, 300 to 999, and 1,000 or more; table A). Within the primary
strata, schools were also sorted by geographic region (Northeast, Southeast,
Central, West) and by percent minority enroliment (less than 5 percent or
missing, 5 to 19 percent, 20 to 49 percent, and 50 percent or more). The
sample sizes were then allocated to the primary strata in rough proportion to
the aggregate square root of the size of enrollment of schools in the stratum.
The use of the square root of the size of enroliment to determine the sample
allocation is considered efficient for estimating school-level characteristics
{e.g., number or percent of schools that reported an incident of robbery
occurred at their school). The samnple sizes were large enough to permit
limited analysis of the questionnaire (along one dimension) by the four
regions, four locales, three enrollment size categories, {ive levels of poverty
concentration, and four categories of minorily enrollment, but not the
independent effects of cach characteristic.

In April 1997 questionnaires were mailed to 1,415 school principals. The
principal was asked either to complete the questionnaire or to have it
completed by the school disciplinarian who was most knowledgeable about
discipline issues at the school. Telephone followup of nonrespondents was
initiated in late April, and data collection was completed in July 1997,
Eleven schools were tound to be out of the scope of the study (no longer in




Table A.—Number and percent of responding public schools in the study sample and estimated
number and percent of public schools the sample represents, by school characteristics:

1996-97
Respondent sample National estimate
School characteristic Number _[ Percent Number 1 Percant
All public schools ..o, 1.234 100 77,752 100
Instructional level
Elementany ..o 354 29 48.100 62
Middle ... 439 36 14,008 I8
Secondary 441 35 15.644 20
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300, .. 169 14 20.280 26
30010999 i 743 60 30.071 64
FODD or more . o 320 26 7402 10
l.ocale
Gy et et e et e 106 33 17.990 23
Urban fringe.... 279 23 19.017 25
TOWN L e e s 296 24 19.656 25
Rusal o e 2353 2] 21,089 27
Geographic region
NOTNCAN L e e e, 229 19 14,997 19
Southeast ..o oo 296 24 16,949 22
Centrad e e e 323 26 22500 29
West ... e e et e s 386 3 23.203 30
Pereent minority enrollment
Less than 5 percent 309 25 24208 31
Sto 1Y percent ..o 297 24 17,535 23
2G 049 percent... oo 260 24 17.747 23
S0 pereent OF MOTS ..o 328 27 17425 23
Pereent of students etigible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 pereent o 332 27 18,473 24
20010 34 Pereento i 281 23 17.350 22
IS0 49 percente.. i i 204 17 12958 17
SO0 T percent... e 233 19 16.038 21
T3 PEICent OF MOTC ... oot covieeee et e 177 14 12,520 16
Zerotolerance for violence
YOS L e e e e 987 80 61,183 79
NO it e e e e . 246 20 16,538 21
Policy to report erimes to public
Yes .o 454 37 30467 39
NUO 776 63 47,301 61
Principals” report on problems in school
No probiems only minor problems.... 352 28 33312 3
Only minor oi moderate problems. ... .. ... 374 47 31907 41
Seme problens considered senous.. - L 307 2s 12419 16
I'v pes of cnimes reported
NOCHMC o e e e 352 28 33,566 13
ANY CTINIC i o e o . 881 72 43.992 57
Lesser crimes only ..o 628 51 36.134 47
Some serious crimes reported . . 2583 21 1 859 10

NOTE. Detatls may not add to totals beeause of rounding and because data were not available for some schools.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Sunvey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on Scehool Violenee,” FRSS 63, 1997,




Sampling and
Nonsampling
Errors

existence), and a total of 1,234 schools completed the survey. Thus, the
final raw response rate was 88 percent (1,234 schools divided by the 1.404
eligible schools in the sample). The weighted overall response rate was 89
percent. Weighted item nonresponse rates ranged from 0 percent to 0.9
percent. Because the item nonresponse was so low, imputation for item

_nonresponse was not implemented.

Comparisons with principals’ perceptions about school discipline in 1991
used the results the 1991 FRSS Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined. and
Drug-Free Schools. That survey was mailed to a sample of 890 public
schools in April 1991. Six of the schools were found to be closed, leaving
884 schools in the sample. Telephone followup commenced in mid-May;
data collection was completed by the end of June, 1991, A response rate of
94 percent was achieved (830 responding principals divided by 884
principals in the sample) for the 1991 study and item nonresponse ranged
from 0.0 percent to 3.1 percent.

Because of smmall sampling differences between the 1991 and 1996-97
surveys, it was preferable not to simply make comparisons with data
provided in the 1991 survey report; consequently, new analyses were run on
the 1991 data file. The 1991 survey design had included regular. vocational
education, and alternative scho * in the sample. while the 1996-97 survey
included only regular schools and excluded vocational and alternative
schools from the sampling fraine. Thus, additional analyses were done
dropping vocational and alternative schools from the 1991 data set so that
the samples would be comparable. Thirteen vocational and alternative
schools were dropped from the analyses, and all 1991 data were recalculated
on a sample of 817 regular public schools.

The responses were weighted to produce national estimates. The weights
were designed to adjust for the variable probabilities of selection ¢nd
differential nonresponse. The findings of this survey are estimates based
upon the sample selected and, as a result, are subject to sampling variability.

he survey estimates are also subject to nonsampling errors that can arise
because of nonobservation (nonresponse or noncoverage) errors. errors of
reporting, and errors made in collection of the data, These errors can
sometimes bias data. Nonsampling errors may include such problems as the
differences in the respondents’ interpretation of the meaning of the
questions; memory effects: misrecording of responses: incorrect editing.
coding, and data entry: differences related to the particular time the survey
was conducted: or errors in data preparation. While general sampling theory
can be used in part to determine how to estimate the sampling variability of
a statistic, nonsampling errors are not easy to measure and, for measurement
purposes, usually require that an experiment be conducted as part of the data
collection procedures or that data external to the study be used. To
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minimize the potential for nonsampling errors, the questionnaire was
pretested with public school principals like those who completed the survey.
During the design of the survey and the survey pretest, an effort was made to
check for consistency of interpretation of questions and to eliminate
ambiguous items. The questionnaire and instructions were extensively
reviewed by the National Center for Education Statistics. Manual and
machine editing of the questionnaire responses were conducted to check the
data for accuracy and consistency. Cases with missing or inconsistent items
were recontacted by telephone. Data were keyed with 100 percent
verification.

The standard error is a measure of the variability of estimates due to
sampling. It indicates the variability of a sample estimate that would be
obtained from all possible samples of a given design and size. Standard
errors are used as a measure of the precision expected from a particular
sample. If all possible samples were surveyed under similar conditions,
intervals of 1.96 standard errors below to 1.96 standard errors above a
particular statistic would include the true population parameter being
estimated in about 95 percent of the samples. This is a 95 percent
confidence interval. For example, the estimated percentage of public
schools reporting any incidence of crime is 57 percent, and the estimated
standard error is 2.1 percent. The 95 percent confidence interval for the
statistic extends from [57-(2.1 times 1.96)] to [57+ (2.1 times 1.96)] or from
52.8to 61.1 percent.

Estimates of standard errors for this report were computed using a technique
known as a jackknife replication method. Standard errors for all of the
estimates are presented in the tables. All specific statements of comparison
made in this report have been tested for statistical significance through t-
tests adjusted for multiple comparisons using the Bonferroni adjustment, and
they are significant at the 95 percent confidence level or better.

The survey was performed under contract with Westat, using the NCES Fast
Response Survey System (FRSS). Westat’s Project Director was Elizabeth
Farris. and the Associate Project Director and Survey Manager was Sheila
Heaviside. Shelley Burns and Edith McArthur were the NCES Project
Officers. The data were requested by Kathryn Chandler of the National
Center for Education Statistics, Office of Educational Research and
Improvement, U.S. Department of Education, and Joanne Wiggins of
Planning and Evaluation Services in the U.S. Department of Education.
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Terms Defined on the Survey Questionnaire

Firearm - any weapon that is designed to (or may readily be converted to)
expel a projectile by the action of an explosive. This includes guns, bombs,
grenades, mines, rockets, missiles, pipebombs, or similar devices designed
to explode and capable of causing bodily harm or property damage.

Incident - a specific criminal act or offense involving one or more victims
and one or more offenders.

Physical attack or fight without a weapon - an actual and intentional
touching or striking of another person against his or her will, or the
intentional causing of bodily harm to an individual without using a weapon.
This category should be used only when the attack is serious enough tc
warrant calling the police or other law enforcement representative,

Police or other law enforcement representatives - any regular state or

tocal law enforcement officers, school resource officers, campus police,
security personnel employed by school or district, or other security
personnel with power to arrest or hold for arrest.

Robbery - the taking or attempting to take anything of vaiue that is owned
by another person or organization, ur..er confrontational circumstances by
force or threat of force or violence and/or by putting the victim in fear. A
key difference between robbery and theft/larceny is that a threat or battery is
involved in robbery.

e
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Sexual battery - an incident that includcs rape, fondling. indecent liberties,
child molestation. or sodomy. These incidents should take into
consideration the age and developmentally appropriate behavior of the
offenders and are severe enough to warrant calling the police or other law
enforcement representative.

Theft/larceny - the unlawful taking of another person’s property without
personal confrontation, threat, viclence, or bodily harm, Included are pocket
picking, stealing purse or backpack (if left unattended or no force was used
to take it from the owner), theft from a building, theft from a motor vehicle
or motor vehicle parts or accessories, theft of bicycles, theft from vending
machines, and other types of thefts.

Typical week - a typical full week of school. Avoid weeks with holidays,
vacation periods, or weeks when unusual events took place at the school.

VYandalismi - the damage or destruction of school property inciuding
bombing,. arson. graffiti, and other acts that cause property damage.

Weapon - any instrument or object used with the intent to threaten, injure, or
kill. Examples include guns, knives, razor blades or other sharp-edged
objects, ice picks, other pointed objects (including pens, pencils), baseball
bats. frying pans. sticks, rocks, and bottles.

Zero tolerance policy - a school or district policy that mandates
predetermined consequences or punishment for specific offenses.

Sample Universe and Analysis Variables

Instructional level — Schools were classified according to their grade span
in the Common Core of Data (CCD).

Elementary school — low grade of 3 or less and high grade of 1 through
8.

Middle school ~ low grade of 4 through 9 and high grade of 4 through
9.

High school ~ low grade of 9 through 12 and a high grade of 10
through 12.

Schools that did not precisely meet these qualifications were classilied
as “combined™ and included in the analyses with high schools.

Y
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Size of enrallment - total number of students enrolled as defined by
Common Core of Data (CCD).

Small — less than 300 students.
Medium - 300 to 999 students.
Large — [,000 or more students.
Locale - as defined in the Common Core of Data (CCD).

City - a central city of a Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA),

Urban fringe - a place within an MSA of a central city, but not
primarily its central city.

Town - a place not within an MSA, but with a population greater than or
equal to 2,500 and defined as urban by the U.S. Bureau of the Census.

Rural - a place with a population less than 2,500 and defined as rural by
the U.S. Bureau of the Census.

Geographic region:

Northeast - Counecticut, Delaware, District of Columbia, Maine.
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and Vermont.

Southeast - Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky. Louisiana,
Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia. and
West Virginia.

Central - lllinois, Indiana, lowa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota.
Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota, and Wisconsin.

West - Alaska, Arizona, California, Colorado, Hawaii. ldaho, Montana,
Nevada, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Oregon, Texas, Utah, Washington,
and Wyoming,

Percent minority enrollment - The percent of students enrolled in the
school whose race or ethnicity is classified as one of the following:
American Indian or Alaskan Native, Asian or Pacific Islander, black, or
Hispanic, based on data in the 1993-94 CCD file.

Percent of students at the school eligible for free or reduced-price
lunch - Based on responses to question 9 on the survey questionnaire (see
appendix A). This item served as the measurement of the concentration of
poverty at the school.

349 4




Principals’ report on discipline problems in school - based on a
composite of principal responses to question [, items a-q on the
questionnaire (see appendix C).

Mo problems/minor probiems - principals selected the responses “not a
problem™ or “minor” for all of the discipline problems listed in items
a-q.

Moderate problems - principals selected “moderate” for one or more
items a-q, but did not select “serious” for any of the items a-q.

Serious problems - principals selected “serious” for one or more items
a-q.

Types of crime reported - based on a composite of principal respcases to
question 2, items a-h on the questionnaire providing the number of each of
the following listed crimes: murder, suicide, rape or sexual battery, physical
attack or fight with a weapon, robbery, physical attack or fight without a
weapon, theft or larceny, and vandalism,

No erime - principals reported none of the crimes specified in question
2, a-h.

Any crime - principals reported at least one of any of the crimes
specified in question 2, a-h.

Less serious or nonvislent crime - principals reported at
least one incident of any of the specified less serious crimes
(physical attack or fight without a weapon, theft or larceny,
or vandalism) and no incidents of the more serious crimes
{murder, suicide, rape or sexual battery, physical attack or
fight with a weapon, or robbery).

Serious violent crime - principals reported at least one
incident of any of the specified more serious or violent
crimes (murder, suicide. rape or sexual battery, physical
attack or fight with a weapon, or robbery).
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Table I.—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of rape or other
type of sexual battery, and total number of incidents of rape or other type of sexual
battery reported in public schools in which police or other law enforcement were
contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Kape or other types of sexual battery
School characteristic Nu'mbcr of schools Pe'rccnt of schools Total number of
with one or more with one or more oo
o . incidents
incidents incidents
Allpublic schools i s 236 3 4.170
Instructionat leved
Elementary school ... ... et e, 404 ! 690
Middle school i s 731 5 1.400
High sehool. e 1,191 8 2,070
Size of enrollment
Lessthian 300, .0 e 253 1 320
300-999. e e e s 1.232 2 2.010
TOO0D OrMOTC.. i L e e e 840 Il 1.830
Locale
CHIY v oo e v e e e 912 3 1.930
Urban THNZe. o0 s e e 08 4 1.130
Fown 256 I 290
Rural 451 2 820
Region
Northeast .. . e 333 2 S10
Southeast..... . 593 9 1.210
Contral . . o s e e 661 3 1.180
West..... e e e e e s s 738 3 1.270
Pereent minonity enrollment
Fesathan S pereeil. « o i e e 430 2 680
SLOFIPeICENT o 0 i et s e 557 3 760
20010 49 PETCCNt s coovieie ceivieee e e 636 4 1.480
50 percent OF MOTE oo v e e 704 4 1.250
Pereent of students chigible for free or
reduced-price school funch
Less than 20 PErCent ... .o oo oo 531 3 820
200 3 PCICEnL o e e e 589 3 1.140
35 to 49 pereent . . 566 4 970
50to M opereent ol 250 2 630
75 PCTLC OF MMOTC . 1onveviie e eens oo e e e 373 3 590
/cro olerance policy for vielence
XY o s e e e 2017 3 3670
NO L 309 2 500
U4
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Table 1,—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of rape or other
type of sexual battery, and total number of incidents of rape or other type of sexual
battery reported in public schools in which police or other law enforcement were

contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97--continued

Rape or other types of sexual batiery

. Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic . . Total number of
with one or more with one or mare incidents
incidents incidcats
Principals’ report on discipline problems in school*
No problems/minor problems..........c.cccoocnniiince 129 +) 180
Moderate problems ............. . 1.028 3 1,930
Serious problems ........ooiioreriiceece e 1,169 9 2,060

(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

*Discipline problems included student tardiness. student absentecism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absentecis: ., teacher alcohol or drug
use, racial tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a
serious problem. Moderaie problems means the respondent indicated at least one discipline issue was a maoderate problem and there
were no serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem

or aminor problem.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding and because some classification variables were missing for somc schools.

The total number of incidents are rounded to the nearest 10.

SOURCE: U.S. Depariment of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System. “Principal/School

Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence.” FRSS 63. 1997.
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Table 1a.—Standard errors of the number and percent of public schools reporting one or more
incidents of rape or other type of sexual battery and of the total number of incidents of
rape or other type of sexual battery reported in public schools in which police or other
law enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Rape or other types of sexual batlery
School characteristic Number of schools P".’ce“‘ of schools Total number of
with one or more with one or more -
- L incidents
incidents incidents
All publie s¢hoo!S ..o, 371.4 0.5 676.1
Instructional level
Elementary school .....ocooiiviiies e e 2294 0.5 417.6
Middle SChool ....c.oiciirrcirie et s 169.1 1.2 364.5
High school. ..ot vt i 197.4 13 334.8
Size of enrollment
Less than 300 . oo e 129.2 0.6 173.0
3002999 ... e e 317.8 0.6 573.5
1.000 Or MOTe oot e 119.6 1.7 312.7
174.9 1.0 4394
186.3 1.0 294.2
106.3 0.5 117.2
187.1 09 364.6
Region
NOTHNEASL. c..evoee et 88.2 0.6 136.0
Southeast..... 155.3 0.9 3299
Central......... 2313 1.0 4754
WESEL ittt 176.7 0.8 337.0
Pereent minority enrollment
Less than 5 percent ...ooocvcriiieveesicie e s 188.2 0.8 3411
510 19 percent ...... 215.8 1.2 3329
20 to 49 percent .... 125.7 0.7 3176
30 pereent or more 169 4 1.0 2586
Pereent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
1.e5s than 20 PErcenl .o vnriiieiscererreerererneecessanenne 147.7 08 238.8
2010 34 PErCENt ovviveriiee e 176.4 1.0 364.6
3510 49 percent ... 2147 1.7 411.2
5010 74 PErCEN oottt e 64.7 0.4 2180
TS PLICENT OF MOTC ..ecviie s st erce s e i 104.3 0.9 151.1
Zero tolcrance policy for violence
Y ES ittt ettt ettt e e s s 367.7 0.6 674.0
NO et ettt e e 113.0 0.7 2014
Principals’ report on discipline problems in school
No problems/minor problems ............ccieiinn 56.4 -- 90.1
Moderate problems ... 265.2 0.8 4943
Serious problems ..o e 246.0 2.0 432.7

-- [stimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at less than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.
SOURCE: U.S. Depariment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 2.—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of physical
attacks or fights with weapons, and total number of incidents of physical attacks or
fights with weapons reported in public schools in which police or other law enforcement
were contacied, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Physical attack or fight with a weapon
School characteristi Number of schools Percent of schools Total number of
chool characteristic with one or more with one or more .
. . incidents
incidents incidents
All public schools ..o 4,694 6 10.950
Instructional {evel
Elementary school ......ocovevviivenenve e rvcenesvene 1,108 2 1,590
Middle school 1,626 12 4,080
High school ..o e 1,960 13 5.280
Size of enroliment
383 2 1.400
2,804 6 5.700
1.507 20 3.850
Locale
CHY e e e 1.845 10 5430
Urban fringe. .o ettt ettt 1,230 6 2,060
Town 580 3 1,670
Rural 1.039 5 1,800
Region
INOTTRCASE ..ot et e 627 4 1130
SOUTHCASL. ..ttt e 850 5 1,570
Central 1.313 6 4310
WVEST ittt e 1.904 8 3.940
Pereent minority enrollment
Less than 5 percent .o 773 3 860
Stol9percent ... 974 6 2.440
20 to 49 percent ... 1.320 7 2.220
50 percent or more 1.628 9 5,440
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school iunch
Less than 20 percent ... 946 5 1.380
2010 34 PEreent . i e 1.120 6 2370
3560 49 PErcent oo 785 6 1.460
50 to 74 percent ... 959 6 2,890
75 percent or more 844 7 2740
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y @Sttt ities ettt e e 3.860 6 9.180
NO L et 834 5 1,770
{
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Table 2.—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of physical
attacks or fights with weapons, and total number of incidents of physical attacks or
fights with weapons reported in public schools in which police or other law enforcement
were contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97--continued

Physical attack or fight with a weapon
School characteristic Nu.mber of schools Percent of schools Total number of
with one or more with one or more A
L L incicents
incidents incidents
Principals’ report or discipline problems in school*
No problems/minor problems ......cccccooceiriveieniicnnne 479 | 530
Moderate problems . 1,998 6 4910
Serious problems ... 2217 18 5510

*Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absentecism, physical conflicts among students. robbery or theft of items over
£10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons. trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug/
use, racial tensions. and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a
serious problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and therc
were no serious preblems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem
or a minor problem.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding and because some classification variables were missing for some schools.
The total number of incidents are rounded to the nearest 10.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System. **Principal/Schoo}
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.




Table 2a.—Standard errors of the number and percent of public schools reporting one or more
incidents of physical attacks or fights with weapons and of the totai number of
incidents of physical attacks or fights with weapons reported in public schools in which
police or other law enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Physical attack or fight with a weapon
School characteristic Nu‘r‘nbcr ol schools Pcrcem of schools Total number of
with one or more with one or more .
. - incidents
incidents incidents
Al public schools v e 365.2 0.5 1.882.2

Instructional level

Elementary school ..o 383.0 0.8 8553

Middle sehoo! .. o 1704 1.2 1.4404

High school .. 235.2 .5 1.078.6
Size of enrollment

Lessthan 300 .o 174.1 09 978.0

300-999 .ot e 377.7 08 1.570.2

1,000 OF MIOMC. .ot ennicree v e 137.7 20 5148
Locale

Y e ettt e e 2852 17 1.518.8

Uirban fringe ..o e 2294 1.2 3718

Town 170.7 0.9 96-4.1

Rural 2520 1.2 5869
Region

Northeast.... 136.2 1.0 2602

Southcast.... 2101 1.3 4229

Central. oo e 42 14 1.577.1

WS o e 818 1.2 99587
Pereent minority earollment

[ess than S perecent .. . 2115 09 230.4

SO 19 Perecnt. s i e 207.2 1.2 972.6

2010 49 PErCeM .t v s e 265.6 1.6 478.0

50 PETCCNT OF MOTC ..oviiiiicr et e e 208.0 1.3 1.512.1
Percent of students cligible for frec or
reduced-price school lunch

Less than 20 percent .....ooiiineiioiis v e 198 6 1.2 3210

20 to 34 percent ... 232 1.3 1880

3500 49 PErCeNT oo e 2196 17 4851

SO0 T4 PEreent .o e 2133 1.3 1.4628

T3 PEreent OF MOTE ..ot v eirees rereenaeas . 1745 1 976.4
Zero tolerance policy for violence

LS et et b et PN 320.8 0.6 1.836.3

O et et e b . 209.3 1.3 5879
Principals’ report on discipline problems in school

No problems/minor problems ..o, 224 0.7 229.0

Moderate problems........... 2693 0.9 1.650 9

Serious problems (o e KRR 24 1.095.4

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System. “Prineipal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence.” FRSS 63, 1997,
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Table 3.—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of robbery, and
total number of incidents of robbery reported in public schools in which police or other
iaw enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Robbery
- N rof s Is P {
School characteristic l{mbe of schools Iefccm of schools Total number of
with one or more with one or more . i
I - incidents
incidents incidents
Al public schools ... 2.389 3 7.150
instructional level
Elementary school i i 395 1 390
Middle 3¢hool i 360 3 2330
High school ..ot e 1.235 8 4430
Size of enrollment
Less than 300 .o . 101 () 240
3004999 i s s e 1.123 2 3.040
F.000 0F MOTE.cc.oiiice e e 1.166 16 3.870
Locale
CHLY o et ettt e ettt o 1461 8 4.520
Urban fringe 520 3 1.510
Town ... 171 1 590
RUFAY Lot e e e ettt s 237 1 530
Region
NOFTHCAST. .. ot e i ¢ i e e 168 3 1570
Southeast.. . ... .. e e e 394 2 1.310
COntrall i i s e s82 3 2,100
West i et et e et e e e 946 4 2,160
Pereent minority corollment
Less than S percent ... oo 231 i 260
510 19 PETCENlccuiiiciiiciii et e e 366 2 640
20 to 49 percent . 520 3 1.430
50 percent or more 1.273 ? 4.800
Percent of students cligible for frec or
reduced-price school Junch
Less than 20 Percentl ... e+ v v oo e 1 1 670
2010 3 PErcent e e 473 3 1.550
IS0 A9 percent . i e 7S 3 880
S0 to 74 pereent i vt e 607 4 1.960
TS Percent OF MOTC ..ot et coeeiinee e e e 698 S 2.020
7ero wlerance policy for violence
Y8 i e s e e e 2.003 3 6.260
NU oot e ettt e+ e+ e e . 386 2 890
oY
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Table 3.—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of robbery, and
total number of incidents of robbery reported in public schools in which police or other
law enforcement were contacted, by schaol characteristics: 1996-97--continued

Robbery
- Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more Tol?l n.umbcr of
- o incidents
incidents incidents
Principals’ report on discipline problems in school*
No problems/minor problems ... 288 i 330
Moderate problems ... 820 3 2.590
Serious problems. .....ovveiiieieieie e 1.282 10 4,230

(+) Less than 0.5 pereent.

*Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of iteins over
$10, vandalism of schoo! property, student alcoho! use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobaceo use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing., verbal abuse of tcachers, physical abuse of tcachers, teacher absenteeism, tcacher alcohol or drug/
use, racial tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a
serious problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at Icast one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there
were no serious problems No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated alt discipline issues were either no problem
or aminor problem.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding and becausc some classification variables were missing for some schools.
The total number of incidents are rounded o the nearest 10.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997,
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Table 3a.—Standard errors of the number and percent of public schools reporting one or more
incidents of robbery and of the total number of incidents of robbery reported in public
schools in which police or other law enforcement were contacted, by school
characteristics: 1996-97

Robbery
- Number of schools Percent of schools .
School characteristic . . Total number of
with one or more with one or more .
L L incidents
incidents incidents
All public s¢hools.....ocoivirierinic e 306.4 0.4 1.538.1

Instructional level

Elementary school ......c.oeiveeviiniicininneee e, 197.7 04 197.7

Middle SChool ...t 128.7 0.9 1.021.2

High school....c.ooeeiirii e, 151.7 1.0 886.5
Size of enrollment

Less than 300 ......ccooeeeeoeiiieirie e e 749 -- 206.3

300-999............ . 261.8 0.5 1.249.1

1000 OF MOTE...o.cevei e ee st 1222 1.8 769.7
Locale

Y ettt ettt et st 2343 3 1.192.6

Urban (TN .o vcoe et 127.8 0.7 623.8

Town......... .. 87.9 0.4 335.8

Rural ............. et e 122.6 0.6 291.1
Region

Northeast... R e et 80.7 0.6 399.6

Southeast ... 105.1 0.6 660.8

Central....... 185.6 0.8 1.010.5

WESE oot cetieece et et et 174.4 0.8 4714
Percent minority cnrollment

Less than § perceat ... 125.7 0.5 1354

51to 19 percent ........ 142.7 0.8 247.8

20 to 49 percent ...... 144.5 0.8 498.4

30 PErcent OF MIOTE .......viveivecice e 180.7 1.1 1.433.3
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Less than 20 percent ... ..ot 95.7 0.5 339.7

2010 34 PErcent ..ccouvoeiiiiiiee e 123.7 0.7 607.5

35 10 49 percent 135.9 Il 3553

50 to 74 percent .. 151.2 1.0 1.017.9

75 PETCEnt OF MOTE .....covoverernciceiretsrematne oo erecnes 150.5 1.2 519.8
Zero tolerance policy for violence

LS ettt b et e 255.1 0.4 1.306.3

N O et e 147.8 0.9 382.0
Principals’ report on discipline problems in school

No problems/minor problems ...ccvvererrccieneeirinenner 137.6 0.4 145.0

Moderate prablems ... 178 6 06 9964

Serious Problems ..ot v e 194.8 1.5 892.0

--Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic cstimated at less than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.
SOU™TE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Responsce Survey Sy stem. “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1957,
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Table 4—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of physical
attacks or fights without weapons, and total number of incidents of physical attacks or
fights without weapons reported in public schools in which police or other law
enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97

School characteristic

Physical attack or fight without a weapon

Number of schools
wilh one or more

Percent of schools
with one or more

Total numbcr of

incidents incidents incidents
All public schools o 21.576 28 187.890

Instructional level

Elementary school i e 5.80t 12 21.470

Middle school .o 1177 51 73.330

[igh sehool .. e 8.598 55 93.090
Size of enrollment

L.ess than 300 3372 17 15.590

3004999 i s 13.260 26 87.940

1.000 or more 4.944 67 84350
[ocale

LTS ot i s et vt + 4 e e 5463 30 62.130

Urban fringe.. 5.369 28 54,780

Fown . .. 6,242 32 16.290

Rural o i e e 4.501 21 24,680
Region

NOFEHCAS i s e e 3.424 23 29.060

SOUTNCHNT (o ot e 4.871 29 56.690

Cental o e 5.949 206 45.590

AVEBT it ot e e e 7.352 32 62.540
Percent minority enrolhuent

Less than S percenl . e 5.401 22 28340

S10 19 Pereent o v s s e s e . 1.810 27 35.600

2010 49 percent ... e e e . 5.595 32 33.960

SOPEreent OF MO o e S.545 i2 72.600
Pereent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Less than 20 percent .. e eeeie e 5.343 29 39.990

20t 34 pereent o e 4.738 27 34,880

351049 percent .. 3.658 28 33.270

S0 te T4 pereent e, 4.494 28 45,900

TS PETCENT OF MIOTC. it v et e e e s 3102 25 28.800
/ero tolerance poliey for violence

YON ol i e s e 17.436 29 157.710

ND e e e e e s e 4,140 25 30,170
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Table 4—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of physical
attacks or fights without weapons, and total number of incidents of physical attacks or
fights without weapons reported in public schools in which police or other law
enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97--continued

Physical attack or fight without a weapon
- Number of schools Percert of schools .
School characteristic . . Total number ol
with one or more with one or more .
L L incidents
incidents incidents
Principals’ report on discipline problenss in school*
No problems/minar problems ... 3.828 il 13.680
Moderate problems .o e 16.204 32 94610
SErious Problems oo e 7.544 61 79.590

*Discipline problems included student tardiness. student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students. robbery or thefl of items over
$10. vandalism of schoo! property. student alcohol use, student drug use. sale of drugs on school graunds. student tobacco use. student
possession of weapons. trespassing. verbal abuse of teachers. physical abuse of teachers, teacher absentecisim. teacher aicohol or drugs
use. racial tensions. and gangs. Scrious problems means the respendent indicated at least | of 17 different discipline issucs was a
serious problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there
were no serious prohlems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated alf discipline issues were either no problem
or a minor problem.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding and because some classification variables were missing for some schools.
The total number of incidents are rounded to the nearest 10.

SOURCE: U.S. Departiment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Suricy on School Violence,™ FRSS 63, 1997,




Table 4a.—Standard errors of the number and percent of public schools reporting one or more
incidents of physical attacks or fights without weapons and of the total number of
incidents of physical attacks or fights without weapons reported in public schools in

which police or other law enforcement were contacted, by schooil characteristics:
1996-97

Physical attack or fight without a weapon
School characteristic Nufnbcr of schools I’c.‘rccnt of schoois Total number of
with one¢ or more with onc or more .
- . incidents
incidents incidents
AN public scheols oot v e, 9328 1.} 17,030.4

Instructional level

Elementary sehool .. e 817.3 1.7 6.994.9

Middle school . 3438 23 10.432.4

High sChool ... oo e e et et e, 463.3 29 9.362.2
Size of enrollment

Lessthan 300 ... .. [OOSR 60164 29 3.702.9

300-999. ... . 7374 1.4 10,727.6

1.000 or more..oooee, 2277 3. 11.519.4
[Locale

CUY s o e e e e s 4178 14 9.216.2

Urhan fringe . o0 e e S2 26 11.539.2

Fown. o e 4527 23 5.769.4

Rural .0 oL 550.1 26 4.298.4
Region

NOrheast o ol 383 4 23 6.820.7

SOUTNCASL oo et i i i e e e 4432 2.7 8.804.0

Central. ool 7082 26 10.026.6

WESL it i e e i e e e« 681.7 3.0 7.301.0
Percent minority enrollment

Less than S Percent oo v e e . 603.2 2.4 3.251.0

51019 pereent ... et e s $93.0 3.0 5.122.2

20 10 49 pereent 5745 29 9.325.6

S0 pereent oF MOKC v e ot s e e 5757 31 13,703.7
Pereent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Less than 20 pereent ... 462.0 25 5.547.4

20 10 34 pereent ... 534.1 29 7.725.4

351049 POreent .o e e 4585 34 6.976.7

SOt 74 percent. . oL L e e 6125 34 9.867.3

TS PCrCCnl OF MOTC.ove « e v et e s e e 380.5 30 59453
Zcra tolerance policy Tor violenee

VS it it et et et oo e 907.0 1.5 15.703.4

NO e e s 433.3 27 5.350.6
Principals’ report on discipline problems in school

No problems/minor problems .. ... .. ... . 5413 1.6 2402.1

Moaderate problems . e 678.9 21 14,128.7

Serious problems ... 585.4 44 9.994.1

SOURCE: U.S. Department of IFducation, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Respense Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence.™ FRSS 63,1997,
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Table S.—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of theft or
Iarceny, and total number of incidents of theft or larceny reported in public schools in
which police or other law enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics:

1996-97
Theft or larceny
School characteristic ““F”b“ of schools P“.“’e“‘ of schools Total number ot
with one or more with one or more .
. L incidents
incidents incidents
All public schools ..o 23798 31 115,500
Instructional level
Elementary school ..o e 9.041 19 19.480
Middle schoal . 6,166 44 31470
Hligh school..oooos e e+ e 8.591 35 64.550
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 .....ccceeroen. e 3.568 18 9.850
300-999............ . 15.211 30 51.430
1.000 Or MOTE..o oot s e e 5019 68 54.220
Locale
CHY w1 e et et e 6.192 34 39.930
Urban fringe. «oes vt 5.446 29 28,270
Town 7.102 36 28,990
Rural 5.057 24 18.320
Region
NOFRCEST ... i it e e 3.964 26 18.070
SOUTREBSL ..o et e e 5385 32 23.270
Centrai.... 5.783 26 22.990
8.666 38 51,170
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 5 percent .o i ceeees e 5.865 24 21,410
S0 T PErCENT oot e 4.924 28 29.410
20 to 49 pereent ... 5418 31 25910
50 percent or MoOre .c..ovvevs v e 7.188 41 34.830
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school Junch
Less than 20 percent. ... 5538 30 29.490
20 to 34 percent 4.277 25 26,050
3510 49 percent ..ocvvivninnennns 4,506 35 - 21.630
50 to 74 percent ...... . 4.056 31 22,410
75 PEICENL OF TNOTE wovevvvcriar e ceecireverenie serasemorss 4.439 35 . 15800
Zero tolerance policy for violence
YO cteuismaererer e ies v srar et ab st 18.97 31 98.410
N oottt s ettt 4,798 29 17.060

o

51




Table 5.~—~Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of theft or
larceny, and total number of incidents of theft or larceny reported in public schools in
which police or other law enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics:

1996-97--continued
Theft or larceny
School characteristic Number of schools Pc:cent of schools Total number of
with one or more with one or more .
. . incidents
incidents incidents
Principals’ report on discipline problems in school*

Na problems/minor problems ... 5508 17 13.040

Modecrate problems . 11.097 35 19.160

SEriotts problems oot 7078 58 52,960

*Discipline problems ir; :luded student tardiness. student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students. robbery or theft of items over
$10. vandalism of schout property. student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on schoo! grounds. student tobacco use. student
possession of weapons, trespassing. verbal abusc of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug/
use. racial tensions, and gangs. Serious problems mcans the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a
sertous problem. Moderate probiems means the respondent indjcated at least one discipline issue was a moderaie problem and there
were no serious problems. Mo problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problemn
or a minor problemt.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding and hecause some classification variables were missing for some schools.
The total number of incidents are rounded to the nearest 10.
SOURCE: LS. Depariment of Education, National Center for -ducation Statistics. Fast Response Sun ey Systemi. “Principal'School
Discintinarian Survey on School Violence.” FRSS 63. 1997,
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Table Sa.—Standard errors of the number and percent of publie schools reporting one or more
incidents of theft or larceny and of the totai number of incidents of theft or larceny
reported in public schools in which police or other law enforcement were contacted, by

school characteristics:

1996-97

School characteristic

Theft or larceny

Number of schools
with one or more

Percent of schools
with one or more

Total number of

incidents incidents incidents
Al public SChOOIS .c.ooviieiiei et i 1.200.6 1.5 8.404.0

Instructional level

Elementary school .. 983.2 2.0 3.395.6

Middle school ... ... et e 3309 2.5 33744

High school o o s s 519.1 36654
Size of earoliment

Less than 300 .o i e e - 6338 3.1 22723

300-999 e T 9543 [.8 44471

1000 OF MOTC oLt it s o i e e e e 286.9 32 12847
1 ucale

Y o e e e e e e 4623 27 41854

Urban fringe... . . 4652 24 4.133.6

Toun. e 480.9 35 35485

Rural o 7004 33 3.591.5
Region

NOMRCAS oot i i e e . 4934 33 +4.826 9

SOUTNCAst . Lo L e 6622 36 31487

Central. e e e 616.1 27 2.797.2

WESU i v s i e e e e e 679.8 3.0 1.968.8
Percent minorits enrollment

Less than 3 percent 629.0 2.8 36187

Stw 19 pereent... . 580.8 31 4.518.5

20 to 49 pereent s 659.2 33 4.046.2

SOPErCenUOr MOTE oo oot e o et o e e 136 35 4.589.2
Pereent of students eligible for iree or
reduced-price school lunch

Less than 20 pereent o oo e 5831 2.7 3.939.8

20 10 3 PCrCeNt won ot i e e e e e 511 29 43613

35049 Percent v s e 174 4.3 378206

5016 74 percent .. . .. 7033 3. 340401

TEpercent Or More oo L i L 388.5 3 2703010
Zera tolerance policy 1or viplence

YOS i s e e e e 1.067.5 1.7 76022

NO e o e e e e 4952 33 25020
Principals’ report on discipline problems in school

No problems minor problems ... .o L 7180 2 18754

Moderate problems . .o L e R619 2s 6.020 3

Serious problems ... T 3052 42 4907 ¢

SOURCE: .S Department of Fducation. National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Sun ey Sy stem. “Principal School
Disciplinarian Sunvey on School Violence,” FRSS 63. 1997,
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Table 6.—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of vandalism, and
total number of incidents of vandalism reported in public schools in which police or
other law enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97

School characteristic

Vandalism

Number of schools
with one or more

Percent of schools
with one or more

Total number of

incidents incidents incidents
All public SChools oo 29,269 38 98,490
Instructional level
Elementary school .o i e 14,596 30 34.850
Middle school o R 6.620 47 23.780
High SChool ..o 8.053 52 39.860
Size of enroliment
Less than 300 .. s i e s 4738 23 12.260
300-999 .. oo e e e 19.986 10 53990
1,000 OF MIOTC.....eoviviiiis v +4.546 62 32240
Lotale
RV ettt e 7.352 41 32750
Urban fringe 7.023 37 22.820
Town oo . 8.533 44 25,710
Rural .. e 6.3350 30 17210
Region
Northeast... 3.560 37 17.060
Southeast... 6.174 36 17.310
Conrali o s et 6.793 30 18,590
WL, oioiin it iies e e ite e e e 10.742 47 15.520
Pereent nunority enrollment
Less than 3 percent oo it i e 7.020 29 18.700
SO I PErcent oo iniivieiis et e 7008 40 19.680
20 to 49 percent . vt v e e 6.704 38 18.470
50 percent of MOre oo v e e 8.151 47 40440
Percent of students efigible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
I.ess than 20 pereent 6,453 37 19310
20 to 34 pereent 5821 34 17.690
351049 Pereent i e e e 4.906 38 14.730
S0 L0 74 PErCenl v et s et e 6.237 39 20.150
75 Pereent OF MOTC oot cavces « veeireee o S22 42 25.800
Zero tolerance policy for violence
YCS L s i e+ e e s 21,098 10 83.250
NO oot e e S92 31 15.180




Table 6.—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of vandalism, and
total number of incidents of vandalism reported in public schoois in which police or
other law enforcement weye contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97--continued

Vandalism
\ o " b RN N
School characteristic l\ulmbur of schools f Ll.rccnl of schools Total number of
with one or more with one or more A
I . inctdents
incidents incidents
Principals” report on discipline problems in school*
No problems/minor problems.................. - 8,464 25 16.670
Moderate problems ....... 13.086 4] 39.220
Sericus problems (.. 7.719 63 42.600

*Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism. physical conflicts among students. robbery or thefi of items over
$10, vandalism of school property. student alcoho! use, stude:t drug use. sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons. trespassing. verbal abuse of teachers. physical abuse of teachers. weacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug/
usc. raciat tensions. and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at east | of 17 different discipline issucs was a
serious problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at least one discipline issue was a mederate problem and there
were no serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipiine issues were either no problem
or a minor problem.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding and because some classification variables were missing for some schools.
The total number of incidents are rounded to the nearest 10.
SOURCE: U.S. Depariment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System. “Principal/Schoeol
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 6a.—Standard errors of the number and percent of public schools reporting one or more
incidents of vandalism, and of the total number of incidents of vandalism reported in
public schools in which police or other law enforcement were contacted, by school

characteristics: 1996-97

Vandalism
- Number of schools Percent of schools . .
Scheol characteristic . B Total number of
with one or more with one or mor2 .
L L incidents
incidents incidents
Al public sChoolS .o 1.326.4 1.6 5.576.6

Instructional level

Elementary school . . 1.104.8 23 3.207.6

Middie school L. 396.0 206 22833

[high school o e s e 4323 27 28759
Size of enroilmeant

Possthan 300 ... e 846.1 39 2.448.2

300-999. s . 874.4 1.7 1.138.7

1.000 or more.... .. et e et e e e 1 e 2814 33 36011
Locale

CIly v e e 36013 3.2 33815

Lrban 5599 29 3.505.2

Town....... . 696.3 3.5 2.780.0

Rurisl o et e s e e e, 804 3 3.7 2.654.4
Region

Northedast... ... ... 649 2 3.6 253801

Sautheast. oo, 5439 R | 13436

Central e e, 904.] 36 26388

Al e e e e s e e 8342 3.3 4.396.3
Percent minority enrolliment

Less than Spereent .o i i 8551 33 27745

Sto 19 percent ... 7078 3.0 2.868.1

20 to 49 pereent 679.6 35 22234

30 percent or More.............. e 8598 3.3 S1e9.d
Percent of students cligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

LLess than 20 pereent i s e Ti4 3 30 23338

2010 34 poreent . L e 7047 d0 23292

3509 percent oL 6217 4.4 1.966 6

S0 to 74 percent 700.9 36 25629

T3 PEreent OF TNOTC . (ovet v e« e e e e o 639.0 39 1.306.3
Zero tolerance policy for violence

YOS, i e e e e, . 1.2415 [ 34577

NO o e e e e i e e e e 3781 33 213277
Principals” report on discipline prablems in school

No probiems minor problems .. o 8732 25 10761

Moderate problems ... ... L L L 8925 25 32504

Seriousproblems . L L 246,10 45 46627

SOURCE: 11.5. Department of Fducation. National Center {for Fducation Statisucs. Tast Response Sunvey System. “PrincipaliSchool

Disciplinarian Sunvey on School Violence,” TRSS 03, 1997
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Table 7.—Percent of public schools reporting crime incidents and the seriousness of crime
incidents reported, by school characteristics: 1996-97

School characteristic

No incidents
reported

Any incidents
reported

Seriousness of reported crime

Serious violent

L.ess serious or
nonviclent

crime .
crime only
All public schoolS ..ot 43 57 10 47
Instructional level
Elementary SChool oot e 55 43 4 41
Middle school ..o 26 74 19 55
High school .o 23 77 2] s6
Size of enrollment
Less than 300 ... s, 62 38 4 34
300-99G it s e e e, 40 60 9 S0
1000 08 MOTC..cot s e, 11 89 33 36
Locale
Iy e e e, 41 39 17 42
Urban fTinge. ..o 42 38 |3 17
TOWM ot i s e 37 63 S 38
Rural .o e, 53 47 8 39
Region
INOTICAST e e e 4R 32 7 43
Southeast.............. et et e . 41 59 9 K]
CArBl s e e, 49 Sl B 40
WCSL et it et e e 36 64 12 52
Pereent minority exroilment
Less than 5 percent ..o veiicie wvvinnne s 53 +7 6 41
S0 19 Pereeiil .ot s 42 58 bl 47
2010 49 PErCCNL vt . 42 58 1 47
SO PEreent OF MOME ...ceeveeriererercne e ereeisees 32 68 15 53
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent ... e 46 54 9 16
20 to 34 percent ... 47 53 12 42
351049 percent ... 41 59 12 48
50 to 74 pereent ... 41 59 49
73 PEreent OF MO ..ot e 41 59 10 49
Zero tolerance policy for violence
’ 41 59 11 48
53 17 7 40
Paolicy to report erimes to public
YOS oo v S0 50 9 41
AU s s e e 39 61 11 S0
Police/law enfurcement presence
30 or more hours per week Lo ceni 14 86 38 19
10-29 hours perweek i v e 20 80 19 61
1-9 hours per weck.. oL et e e . 13 87 28 8
Stationed as needed. . 23 7 14 02
None stationied . .. .. 50 50 6 43
57 L2




Table 7.—Percent of public schools reporting crime incidents and the seriousness of crime
incidents reported, by school characteristics: 1996-97--continued

Seriousness of reported crime
No incidents Any incidents P Less serious or
School characteristic snorted svorted Serious violent nonviolent
reporte reporte crime ’
crime only
Principals’ report oni discipline problems in
school*
No problemsAanminor problems ... 60 40 3 37
Moderate probiems .. 38 62 10 52
Scrious problems ... 14 86 28 57

*Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10. vandalism of school property. student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapans. trespassing. verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism. teacher alcohol or drug
use, racial tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a
scrious problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there
were no sertous problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated ali discipline issues were either no problem
or a minor problem.

NOTE: Serious violenm crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted:
murdcr. rape or other iype of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with a weapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent
crime means that no scrious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were
contacted: physical attack or fight without a weapon, thefW/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school
reported that police were not contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not
contacted, or other. nonspecified erimes may have occurred at the school. Details may not add to totals b\ _ause of roundiag.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/Schocl
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 7a—Standard errors of the percent of public schools reporting crime incidents and the
seriousness of crime incidents reported, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Seriousness of reported crime
. No incidents Any incidents \ . Less serious or
School characteristic Serious violent .
reported reported . nonviolent
crime crime only
All publie 5Ch00IS oveererr v, 2.1 2.1 0.8 2.1
Instructional level
Elementary school ... oot e, 3.2 3.2 1.1 32
Middle school 23 23 1.9 2.8
High SChOol ..ot e, 24 24 2.1 3.0
Size of enrollment
Less than 300, 4.9 1.9 i 4.4
3005999 e e 2.2 22 2 2.5
1000 0r MOTE...ciiiiieiiee et 23 23 24 2
Locaie
CHLY et 37 3.7 2.1 4.1
Urban fringe. 32 32 1.8 3.2
TOWRN et 3.8 3.8 14 37
RUFE] oot e 42 42 1.5 4.1
Region
NOMNCES Lot e 4.4 14 1.1 4.7
SOUNEAST ..o 38 38 1.6 39
Central... 4.5 1.5 33 1.1
WWESE oot s et 33 35 14 3.
Pereent minority enroliment
Less thar 5 Percent ..o e 3.7 3.7 1.3 3.5
Sto 19 percent ... .. . 3.8 38 21 36
20 to 49 percent ... . . 36 3.6 1.6 36
50 percent or more 3.2 32 1.8 39
Pereent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price schoot lunch
Less than 20 percent oot v 3.3 3.3 1.5 3.2
20 to 34 perecent 43 43 20 4.3
35 to 49 percent 5.0 5.0 23 50
50 10 74 percent . 4.1 1.1 1.4 1.5
75 percent OF MOTC ..oveceereirs e 4.7 4.7 1.7 17
Zeero tolerance policy for violence
B e et e e 24 24 09 24
NO Lt e 41 1.1 1.4 1.0
Policy to report crimes to public
Y 08 ettt e s 29 29 1.0 KN
INO oot v it sarnsis s 2.4 2 ! 25
Police/law enforcement presence
30 or more hours per weck 1.1 1.1 3. 4.7
10-29 hours per week........... 121 12.1 8.4 12.3
1-9 hours per Week..........cooeoreiiriceeeece e 39 5.9 6.9 6.4
Stationed as needed.....cooo e 14 14 2.7 5.0
NONE SILONEd oot 2.3 23 0.8 22
Principals’ report on discipline problems in
school
No problems/minor problems ..o 31 3.1 1.0 3.0
Moderate problems . C e 2.8 28 1.3 3.0
Scrious problems ........ccovveiiincriennenine 4.0 1.0 29 44
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey Sy stem. “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997,




Table 8.—Percent of public schools reporting that various crimes occurred at the school, involved
students, and occurred during school hours or at school-sponsored events, by type of

crime at the school: 1596-97

Percent of schools reporting any:

Incidents? involving

Incidents’ occurring
during school hours or

Type of crime Incidents® ' st‘udcms as either at school-sponsored

viciims of perpetralors events or activities
Murder' . L * t t
Suicide! i . + + t
Rape or other type of sexual battery.. ... 3 3 2
Physicai attack or fight with a weapon .. ... .. 6 6 6
ROUDEN o e e 3 3 3
Physical attack or fight without a weapon. .. . 28 27 26
Theftorfurceny o i i 3 25 25
Vandalism. ..o v Lo T 38 24 17

It the sample of 1.234 public schools. no incrdents of murder were reported and 4 schools reported that a suicide had eccurred. It
shuuld be noted that the sample size was not adeguate 1o preduce reliable estimates for either of these crimes, which are believed 1o

heve a sery low incidence.

“Schools were asked to report only incidents serivus enotgh for the school to have contacted the police or other law enforcement

represeniative

SOURCE: US. Department of Fducotion. National Center tor Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System. “Principal/School

Discrpimarian Survey on School Violence” FRSS 6301997
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Table 8a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schools reporting that various crimes occurred
at the school, involved students, and eccurred during school hours or at school-
sponsored events, by type of crime at the school: 1996-97

Percent of schools reporting any:

Incidents occurring
during school hours or
at school-sponsored
events or activities

Incidents involving
s .
Type of erime Irnadents students as cither

victitny or perpetralors

Murder... ... e e -- -- -

SUICIAR cvies e e i e, - - -

Rape or other type of sexual battery .......... .. ... 03 0.5 0.4
Phy sical attack or fightwith a weapon . ... . G3 0.5 0.5
Robbery .o 0.4 0.4 0.3
Physical attack or fight without a weapon... Il 1.1 1.1
Theft or [areeny ... oo o s e 1.8 1.2 1.3
NandaliSm ..o ovvs ve e e 1.6 13 v.9

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it iy based on i statistic estimated at less than 0.5 percent.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Educauon. National Center for Fducation Matistics, Fast Response Survey System. ““Principal/School
Disciplinarian Sun ey on School Vielence. FRSS 63, [997.
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Table 9.—Ratio of crimes per 100,200 public school students, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Seriousness of reported crime
istic inci . . . €SS Seriou
Schoo! characteristic All incidents reported Serious violent crime L.ss ious or
nonviolent crime only
All public schools ..c...co e ricerrees e 1,003 53 949

Instructional level

Elementary school .. 352 13 339
Middle school ......... 1,623 93 1.530
High school.......cocoiiiie e 1,807 103 1.704
Size of enroliment
Less than 300 ... 1.073 61 1.013
300-999 730 38 692
1.000 or more 1,692 90 1.602
Locale
CUY o et 1.164 95 1.070
Urban fringe. 882 38 845
TOWTI ettt ettt et e st ser e 1.023 28 995
RUTAL e e 899 45 854
Region
NOTIRAST. vt e 806 39 768
Southeast,. 922 40 883
Central...oviiiiiiie it e 954 78 876
WS ottt eveei i cvvene, e 1,218 55 [.164
Percent minority earollment
Less than 5 percent .... 693 19 674
51019 percent ....... 871 40 830
20 10 49 Pereent oot e e 1,018 31 968
50 pereent OF MOTE .. «oooiivrivere e, 1.325 96 1.229
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent ..oveciiveec e 813 26 787
2010 33 percent .o e 9i6 58 358
35 to 49 pereent .. 1.073 49 1.024
S0 10 T PErCent oo 1.167 68 1.099
75 POrcent OF MOTC ...ccooveeeiiiee et 1,125 81 1.044
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y S e e 1.047 57 990
INO et e 814 39 775
Police/law enforcement presence
30 or more hours per week ..o i 2,343 137 2.206
10-29 hours per week........... 1.549 58 1.490
1-9 hours per WeeK ..o 1.679 130 1.549
Stationed as nCedCd......o..voverreiirerieir e 1.258 41 1.217
None stationed ..o e 608 33 575
{
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Table 9.—Ratio of crimes per 100,000 public school students, by school characteristics: 1996-97--

continued
Seriousness of reported crime
School characteristic inci J 3 . . . Less serious or
S c isti All incidents reported Serious violent crime ¢ :
nonviolent crime only

Principals’ report on discipline problems in

school *

- No problems/minor problems ......c.ccccoceveiinene 299 8 290
Moderate problems .......oocovivervciiin e 1.058 52 1.006
Serious problems ..o 2,051 130 1.921

*Discipline problems included student tardiness. student absentecism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use. sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism. teacher alcohol or drug
use, racial tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a
scrious problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there
were no serious problems, No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem
or a minor problem.

NOTE: Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted:

murder, rape or other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with a weapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent

crime means that no serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following oceurred at the school for which police were

contacted: physical attack or fight without a weapon, thefVlarceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school

reported that police were not contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specificd crimes may have occurred but police were not

contacted, or other, nonspecified crimes may have occurred at the school. Details may not add to totals because of rounding and
ecause some classification variables were missing for some schools.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 9a.—Standard errors of the ratio of crimes per 100,000 public school students, by school
characteristics: 1996-97

Seriousness of reported crime
School characteristic All incidents reported Serious violent crime Less serious or
nonviolent crime only
All public 5¢hools oo 66.4 7.8 626
Instructional leval
Elementary SCh@ol ..o oo 48.5 35 8.8
Middle sehool ..o 184.0 29.1 162.2
High school.. o 129.9 15.7 1242
Size of enrollment
Less than 300 ... .c.cover e 189.2 35.0 172.7
300-999......... 61.6 10.0 55.2
1.060 or more..... 162.8 114 1579
Locale
CIY e e SR 141.2 M3 122.7
Urban fringe. ..o e 1256 8.0 122.4
TOWN. (i e e 95.6 132 926
Rural ............. e e et st 124.6 10.3 120.1
Region
Nertheast 140.3 7.1 137.8
Southeast 121.7 1003 1158
Central............. BT UPIRRORURON RO 1455 153 126.7
WS ottt et e e e+ e e 95.2 10.6 935
Percent minarity enroliment
Less than 3 percent ..o oo oot o 7.0 4.7 85.9
S0 19 PeIcenl .ot 89.6 15.1 86.6
20 to 49 percent .. 128.9 8.5 1250
50 percent or more.. .......... e 181.1 247 33
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school funch
Less than 20 percent....c.ococrinmiicvic e 80.0 4.9 798
200 34 PErCent ..o veeiee e e 1239 113 127.0
3310 F9 PETCENL oot 1748 10.7 171.5
SO to 74 percent ... . 1936 309 170.0
73 PErCEnt OF MOTC ...evvict crieiiiicieecie e 151.4 1.7 140.5
Zero tolerance policy forv .lence
Y CS iy i eran e e e e 73.0 9.1 s
e bt b e e e e 107.0 10.8 101%
Policeslaw enforcement presence
30 or more hours perweek c.oi s 1348 20.9 279
10-29 hours per Week. .. oo 342.6 213 3288
1-9 hours per weck . 302 712 2634
Stationed asneeded....o.. 1755 7.8 175.6
None stationed ... 63.1 97 56.4
Principals’ report on discipline problems in
school
No problems/minor problems... 324 22 36
Moderate problems ... e 123.4 14.7 11872
Serious problems ..o 157.3 19.9 149.6

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationat Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response Syney System, “Principal School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence.,” FRSS 63, 1997
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Table 10.—Ratio of reported crimes per 100,000 public school students, by type of crime and
instructional level; 1996-97

. Instructional level
Type of crime All public Elementary . .
’ schools Middle school High school
school
MUREr oo + + t t
Suicide'............ SUUSOPOON e i, t + t t
Rape/sexual battery . 10 3 17 18
Attack/fight with aweapon,....... ety e 26 7 49 46
Robbery .o e ISR 17 2 28 38
Attack/fight without + wcapon ......... R e 444 96 872 808
ThefLTarceny oo 274 87 374 562
Vandalism ..o 234 157 283 347

'In the sample of 1.234 public schools. no incidents of murder were reported and 4 schools reported that a suicide had occurred. Tt
should be noted that the sample size was not adequate o produce reliable estimates for either of these crimes. which are believed to
have a very low incidence.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, ~Prineipal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence.”™ FRSS 63.1997.
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Table 10a.—Standard errors of the ratio of reporied crimes per 100,000 public school students, by
type of crime and instructional level: 1996-97

All public . Instructjonal level
Type of crime Elementary Middle High
schools school school school
MUTdEr o e e -- - - --
Suicide ..o, - - - --
Rape/sexual battery ..o 1.6 1.9 43 29
Attack/fight with a weapon.. 45 25 17.1 9.4
Robbery o e 3.7 0.9 122 1.7
Attuek/fight without a weapon oo 410 312 1231 831
TR UIAICenY oo 19.9 15.0 395 49.5
Vandalism,........ e et . 13.4 19.2 27.2 244
-~ Iistimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at less than 0.5 percent.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Fducation. National Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response Survey System, “Principal’School

Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence.” FRSS 63. 1997.
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Table 11.—~Percent of public school principals indicating the extent of problems in their schools
with certain discipline issues: 1990-91 and 1996-97

Fxtent of problem
T 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue T Nota ora
Serious | Modcrate Minor Scrious | Moderate Minor
problem problem

Student tardiness ..o 6 28 16 20 9 32 45 14
Student absentecism/class cutting . 5 20 40 s 4 21 16 29
Physical conflicts among

students ... et TR 2 20 53 25 | 20 59 21
Robbery or theft of items over

ST o et () 7 31 62 1 3 37 58
Vandalism of school property ....... 1 11 42 16 2 6 49 43
Student alcohol use ... 2 7 17 72 2 5 19 7
Student drug use ..oooe v 1 3 20 74 2 8 20 7
Sale of drugs on school grounds ... (*+) l 11 {9 (+) 2 13 83
Student tobacco use......... e 3 10 24 63 1 10 23 a0
Student possession of weapons ... (+) 3 16 81 (+) 2 21 7
TresSPASSINE cveneverer e [ 6 a” 67 (= 4 25 71
Verbal abuse of teachers............ . 2 9 44 45 2 10 16 42
Physical abuse of teachers.......... (P i 8 a1 0 2 9 £9
T'eacher absenteeism ... ... I 3 37 40 1 to 38 52
Teacheraleohol or drug use......... (=) 1 0 89 0 (=) 6 94
Racial tensions ..o R (=) 5 21 R (-) 3 24 73
T T : : : i (-) 4 19 76

+ Data not avgilable because this item was not asked in the 1991 sunvey.
(=) Lessthan 0.5 percent.
NOTE: Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCF: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for | ducation Statistics, Fast Response Sunvey Sysiem, “Principal. School
Discipl crian Survey on School Vielence,” FRSS 63, 1997. -"Public School Principal Sursey on Safe. Disciplined and Drug-Free
Schonls.” FRSS 41, 1991
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Table 11a.—Standard errors of the percent of public school principals indicating the extent of
problems in their schools with certain discipline issues: 1990-91 and 1996-97

Extent of probtem
S 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue .
Serious | Moderate Minor Nota Serious | Moderate Minor Nota
problem problem
Student iardiness .......ccccoeeereieveennn 0.8 24 2.1 1.8 0.8 1.4 18 1.3
Student absenteeism/class cutting . 0.8 1.6 19 1.6 0.6 14 1.7 1.7
Physical conflicts among
StUAENTS oo 0.6 1.5 1.7 1.8 0.3 1.2 1.9 16
Robbery or theft of items ove
ST s - 0.8 1.6 2.0 0.2 0.6 1.5 1.6
Vandalism of school property ....... 0.5 1.0 1.4 1.6 0.4 0.6 1.5 1.4
Student alcohol use .....o.o..cocooverne. 05 0.6 1.5 1.6 0.3 0.6 1.0 N
Student drug use.....cooee v 03 0.6 1.3 1.4 03 0.6 1.0 0.9
Sale of drugs on school grounds ... - 0.2 1.0 1.0 - 0.3 0.5 7
Student tobacco USE....c.vveervernnes 0.5 1.0 1.6 1.8 0.5 0.8 1.3 1.3
Student possession of wez ons..... - 0.4 1.0 1.¢ - 0.4 1.1 1.2
Trespassing.......cccuervnicnrerereieenea. 03 0.9 1.7 1.9 - 0.6 1.4 1.5
Verbal abuse of teachers ............... 04 1.0 1.9 1.8 0.4 0.9 1.8 1.7
Physical abuse of ieachers... - 0.3 1.0 1.1 -- 0.6 1.0 1.0
Teacher absenteeism ..................... 04 1.2 1.3 1.7 0.2 0.8 1.7 1.6
Teacher alcohol or drug use........... 0.4 1.3 1.3 -- - ¢.9 0.9
Racial 1ensions ......cocvvcvmiene e - 0.7 1.5 1.5 -- 04 1.3 1.3
GaNGS...eveerierereirreneeeeireiveeecnreese e b b ¥ + - 0.5 1.2 1.2

+ Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at less than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System. “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997; **Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined and Drug-Free

Schools,” FRSS 41, 1991.
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Table 12.—Percent of public school principals reporting level of discipline probiems in their
schoe!s, by school characteristics: 1996-97

School characteristic No problems/minor Moderate problems Serious problems
problems
Al public schools .. oo 13 41 16
Instructional level
Elementary school 56 36 8
Middie schaol .. — 30 31 18
High schoal ... s 13 48 37
Size of enrollment
Less than 300 ... 52 3
300-999 44 41 13
L0000 MOTC..ocoviis + ot e et e e it 49 38
Lacale
City ... . 35 46 19
Usban fringe... 41 45 14
fown ... 43 39 16
49 35 16
Region
Northeast 48 39 13
Southeast............... 38 44 18
Central..nen 50 37 14
Weste v e s e 36 45 18
Percent iminority enroliment
Less than S percent 37 33 10
Sto 19 pereent ... 43 40 17
201049 pereent ... 38 5 17
50 pereent or mote 28 n
Percent of students eligibie for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percem 52 35 13
2010 34 pereent e e 16 39 16
35049 PCICeNt Lt i e s e e 33 18 19
SO0 TAPEreent .. oo s v e e 43 41 16
75 percent or More ... . 7 46 17
Zeratolerance pelicy for violence
Yes 41 43 16
No h3| 35 14
Police law enforcement presence
30 or more hours per week .o v N 47 39
10-29 hours per week....... .. e e e 14 S8 29
-9 hours per WeeK. oo e 17 52 3
Stationed as needed..o L 26 50 24
NONE SWHONCd o e e e 49 3v 12

NOTE: Serivus problems means the respondent indicated at feast T ef 17 speritied discipline issue was a cerious prablem. Maderate
problems means the respondent indicated at least vne discipline issue wa~ a moderate problem and there were no serious problems. No
problems minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline 1ssues were either no problem or a minor problem. Percents
may not add to 100 because of rounding

SOURCE: U.S. Depantment of Education. Natonal Center for Iducation Statistics. Fast Response Sumvey System. “Principal Scheol
Disciplinanisn Suney on School Violenee.” FRSS 63, 1907
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Table 12a.—Standard errors of the percent of public school principals reporting level of discipline
problems in their schools, by school characteristics: 1996-97

~ - No preblems/ Moderate Serious
3chool characteristic .
minor problems problems problems
All public schoolS ..ccvviviivriiceeeccecrer s 1.7 1.6 1.2
Instructional level
Elementary school .....coorvcvcince v, 24 2.2 1.6
Middle school ...ovoviviiieic e 2.5 2.5 1.8
High school ..o 2.0 2.8 25
Size of enrollment
Tessthan 300 ... 4.5 4.2 2.1
300999 . e 2.1 1.9 1.3
1.000 OF MOTC....coveiiierieic v 26 33 29
[ocale
LY ettt e e o 3.6 3.9 2.3
Urban fHinge oo 3.5 36 20
TOWI e R 33 i9
Rural .o 39 35 27
Region
NOMREASL s e 4.0 3.7 24
Southeast ... 35 33 23
Central.... . 37 3.6 20
WEST ittt 34 3.0 26
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 5 percent oo oo 3.6 3.2 15
Sto 19 pereent ... . 39 3.3 2.1
20 to 49 percent ...... . 3.5 4.1 3.0
S0 PErcent O MOTE ..c.eeivecieercreine s o s 32 3.9 27
Percent of students eligible for frec or
reduced-price scheol lunch
Less than 20 percent .....c..ocoois e e 36 35 1.4
20 to 34 percent 4.6 39 25
35 to 49 percent 3.8 4.4 3.1
50 to 74 percent 1.6 3.8 25
T5 PEICCNL OT NOTC oot 12 5.0 29
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y8 ittt I.6 1.9 14
INO et e e+ et 4.7 4.1 22
Police/law enforcement presence
30 or more hours perweek ... 338 1.6 35
10-29 hours per weck........ 80 13.0 123
1-9 hours per week..... 7.2 7.5 72
Stationed as needed. . 4.5 5.2 39
NONE SIALONEd ... .o e 2.0 2.0 i.2

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/Schoel

Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63. 1997.
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Tr ble 13.—Percent of public school principals reporting that certain discipline issues were serious
or moderate problems in their schools, by type of issue and instructional level: 1990-91

and 1996-97

Instructional level

T 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue - - s -
Elersentary] Middle High Elementary| Middle High
Total Total
school school school school school school
Student tardiness .. oo 34 25 44 50 40 32 10 67
Student absenteeismy/class cutting ... 25 18 3t 39 25 17 24 52
Physical conflicts among students ... 23 20 40 17 21 18 35 17
Robbery or thefl of items over $10.. 7 4 10 14 5 2 7 15
Vandalism of schoo! property .......... 12 10 16 3 8 6 10 13
Student alcohol USe .covrivens e 10 1 10 37 7 1 7 217
Student drig use. o, 6 1 5 20 9 (-) 10 36
Sale of drugs on school grounds ... 1 (+) 1 2 2 9 I 10
Student tobacco USC...cco.vevereicerercns 13 i 21 40 14 2 19 48
Student possession of weapons ........ 3 2 6 3 ? 1 s
Trespassing......cocoeeeoveemercerienic e 7 5 14 7 4 3 5
Verbal abuse of teachers ... 11 8 20 13 12 6 23 20
Phy sical abuse of teachers................ 1 1 2 1 2 2 2 1
Teacher absenteeism 14 i1 21 17 10 7 15 17
Teacher alcohol or drug use .. 1 1 2 1 (~) 0 ) (+)
Racial tensions . .. ..o oo 5 4 7 5 3 2 4 7
GaANES.... oo M o b t 5 2 10 9

1 Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.

(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Departmem of Educition, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey On Schoo! Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997: “Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined and Drug-Free

Schools.” FRSS 41, 1991.
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Table 13a.—Standard errors of the percent of public s5chool principals reporting that certain

discipline issues were serious or moderate probiems in their schoals, "y type of issue
and instructional level: 1990-91 and 1996-97

Instructional level

Problem 1990-91 ' : 1996-97 ' :
Total Elementary| Middle High Total Elementary{ Middle High
school school school school school schoel
Student tardingss ..ooeeveenrrce e, 25 3.0 17 33 1.6 2.6 2.4 26
Student ebsenteeism/class cutting.... 1.8 23 42 32 1.5 22 22 2.8
Physical conflicts among students ... 1.4 21 S 23 1.2 1.6 2.6 1.6
Robbery or theflt of items over $10 .. 0.9 1.0 20 22 0.6 0.6 1.2 1.8
Vandalism of school property .......... 1.2 1.7 il 22 0.8 1.2 1.6 1.6
Student alcohol use .o.covevvevicrinnine 1.0 0.7 2.9 3.8 0.7 0.5 1.6 2.3
Student drug usC.....oeceoceiiiviiee e 0.7 06 1.6 25 0.6 -~ 1.6 2.5
Sale of drugs on school grounds ...... 0.2 - 0.7 0.9 0.3 - 0.6 1.7
Student tobacco use................. 1.1 0.5 3t 38 09 1.0 1.9 3.0
Student possession of weapons 0.4 05 14 1.0 04 0.5 1.2 06
Trespassing. ..ocovveeeroeereeenrvonvenssnnenans 1.0 1.3 27 1.3 0.6 0.8 1.1 1.3
Verbal abuse of teachers .................. 1.1 i.2 2. 24 1.0 1.3 20 1.9
Physical abuse of teachers......... ... .. 0.3 0s 1.4 0.4 0.6 0.8 07 0.4
Teacher absenteeism .....coooocvvinnn. 12 14 3.6 25 0.8 1.2 1.8 1.7
Tcacher alcohol or drug use 04 04 1.9 07 - - .- -
Racial tensions ......ceecovvecnccne i 0.7 1.1 i.7 12 0.3 0.6 1.1 1.2
GANES. oo e : + b ¥ 0.3 0.7 1.6 1.3

+ Data not available because this item was not ashed in the 1991 survey

-- Estimate of standard error is not denved because it is based on a statisiie estimated at less than 0 5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education St dstics. Fast Response Survey System. Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence.” FRSS 653. 1997; “Public School Principe” survey on Safe. Disciplined and Drug-Free

Schools,” FRSS 41. 1991,
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Table 14.—Percent of public school principals reporting that certain discipline issues were serious
or moderate problems in their schools, by type of issue and size of school: 1990-91 and

1996-97
School size
e 1990-91 ' 1996-97
Discipline issue
Total | <300 | 300999 | "%T L rour | <300 | 300990 | 090
more more

Student 1ardiness .......ooe. coeieveiieiin e 34 2 4 62 40 29 12 64
Student absenteeism/class cutting 25 18 25 44 25 19 24 53
Physical conflicts among students 23 16 25 30 21 13 22 31
Robbery or thefl of items over $10 7 5 7 16 3 2 6 12
Vandalism of school property 12 12 10 24 8 7 7 20
Student alcoholuse ... 10 13 7 25 7 7 6 18
Student drug use ... e 6 6 3 19 9 8 7 29
$ale of drugs on school grounds 1 0 1 4 2 1 1 i

Student tObACCO USC.ceeeeroviireiirierinne 13 1 10 33 14 13 11 40
Student possession of weapons 3 i 3 9 2 1 2 3
Trespassing.. ..o, . 7 2 8 12 4 2 4 12
Verbal abuse of teachers ... ... 1t 4 14 17 1 7 12 26
Physical abuse of'teachers..... ... . 1 1 1 2 2 3 1 1
Teacher absenteeism ... 14 9 15 26 10 5 il 25
Teacher alcohol or drguse ... I ! 1 2 (=) 0 () 1
Racial tensions ... s 3 3 3 1 3 (~) 4 7
CHINES Lot et e i ¥ ¥ b 5 2 5 16

T Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 surves.

(+} Less than 0 5 pereent.

SOURCE: U8, Department of Education, National Center for Fducation Statistics. Iast Response Survey Sytem. “Principal ‘School
Disciplinarian Surves on School Vielence.” FRSS 03, 1997: ~Public School Principal Survey on Sate. Disciplined and Drug-Iree
Schools.” FRSS 41, 1991




Table 14a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schoel principals reporting that certain
discipline issues were serious or moderate problems in their schools, by type of issue

and size of schooi: 1990-91 and 1996-97

School size

T 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue
Towl | <300 | 300999 | "% | o | <300 | 300999 | 0%

more more

Student tardiness ....ovee i 2.5 35 2.9 6.0 1.6 3.6 22 33
Student absenteeism/class cutting ............... 1.8 3.3 24 53 1.5 KR 19 3.1
Phystca! conflicts among students ............. 1.4 33 1.8 ) 1.2 3.0 1.4 33
Robbery or theft of items over S10............. 09 1.8 1.1 38 0.6 7 0.9 1.7
Vandalism of school propery ......... 1.2 30 1.4 44 0.8 1.8 10 2.4
Student alcohOl USE ..c.eeeve v 1.0 25 1.0 42 0.7 2.0 0.6 23
Student drug use ... . oo 0.7 2.1 0.8 33 0.6 1.6 C.6 25
Sale of drugs on school grounds ............. ... 0.2 -- 0.3 1.6 03 0.6 0.3 2.0
Student L0DACEO USE . ivureieive e 1.1 1.6 1.3 12 0.9 26 ¢.8 3.0
Student possession of weapons.. . ...... . . 0.4 0.7 0.6 28 0.4 0.6 0.5 09
Trespassing.......... 1.0 1.5 1.3 30 (.6 11 08 22
Verb-l abuse of teachers ... ..o, 1.1 1.6 1.4 36 1.0 23 1.2 2.8
Physical abuse of teachers.. ....... ... ... 3 0.7 0.5 11 0.6 1.9 0.5 04
Teacher absenteeism ........ .. ... 1.2 23 1.8 48 0.8 1.9 1.2 2.8
Teacher alcchoi ordrug use ... 0.4 1.0 0.4 1.2 -- - = 06
2C1al ERSIONS .oovvet s e e 0.7 12 0.9 2.6 0.5 - 0.7 1.5

Gangs. ... .. oot by b : t 0.5 0.7 0.7 19

% Data not available because this itc:n was not asked in the 1991 survey.,

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at less than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent

SOURCE: U.S. Depanment of Education. National Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response Survey System, “Principal School
Disciplinarian Suney on Scheol Violence,” FRSS 63. 1997: ~Public School Principal Survey on Safe. Disciplined and Drug-Free

Schools.” FRSS 41. 1991,
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Table 15.—Percent of public school principals reporting that certain discipline issues were serious
or moderate probiems in their schools, by type of issue and location of school: 1990-91
and 1996-97

Locale
e 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue
Total | City | V™™ | Town | Rural | Total | City | V" | Town | Rural
fringe fringe

Student tardingss ......coeurveveereernne 34 47 K] 30 27 40 49 +1 38 31
Student absenteeism/class cutting 25 35 24 2 20 25 28 24 24 25
Physical conflicts among

SIUENLS ... ereceverereerceenarierr e 23 30 26 21 15 21 25 25 19 14
Robbery or theft of items over
S10. e e 7 9 6 4 9 5 i b 7 4
Vandalism of school property ...... 12 19 10 8 11 8 11 9 7 5
Student alcohol use ......ccoveemennne 10 S 7 7 17 7 4 6 9 9
Student drug use.......ccocviiiinnne. 6 4 5 6 9 7 8 12 10
Sale of drugs on school grounds .. 1 1 2 0 1 2 2 2 3 2
Student tobacco use........coceeennee. i3 1 9 13 17 14 10 1 17 18
Student possession of weapons.... 3 7 1 2 1 2 4 2 0 1
Trespassing......cocreccenceiiccicnn, 7 14 7 2 5 4 7 5 3 3
Verbal abuse of teachers............... 11 18 10 9 7 12 17 12 10 9
Physical abuse of teachers. 1 3 (+) t 0 2 5 (+) 1 1

eacher absenteeism .o, 14 20 14 1 12 10 12 10 il 10
Teacher aicohol ordrug use.......... i 2 2 ) (+) +) (+) (+ (+) 0
Racial tensions ...c....occovenvercnnnne 5 8 5 5 2 3 6 3 3 1
GARES....vcvoremrrerermssesismriseeeerinenae by b4 t M be 5 10 6 3 2

1 Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.

(+) Less than - 5 percent.

SOURCE: U.5. Department of Education, Nationa! Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System. "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey ¢~ 5School Violence,” FRSS 63. 1997; “Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined and Drug-Free
Schools,” FRSS 41, 1991,
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Table 15a.—Standard errors of the percent of public school principais reporting that certain
discipiine issues were serious or moderate problems in their schools, by type of issue
and location of school: 1990-91 and 1996-97

Locale
S 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline isauc Uebar Crbo
Total Cix . Town | Rural Total Cin . Town | Rural
fringe fringe

Student tardiness . o 25 4 14 32 3 1.6 3 2.8 30 3.1
Student absentecism class cutting 1.8 3 3.7 2.6 2.7 1.5 2.6 3.1 28 33
Py cal contlicts among

SWACTLS oo, 14 3.0 33 25 3.5 1.2 26 34 26 2.6
Robbeny or theft of items vver

SO e e e 09 1.6 1.5 1.3 2.0 0.6 1.2 1.3 i1 1.1
v andalism of school property .. ... 1.2 2 2.1 1.9 3.3 0.8 1.9 2 1.8 1.2
Stugect alevholuse 1.0 21 1.3 1.2 16 07 0.6 1 1.1 24
Studen’ drug use..... o . 0.7 1.6 1.1 1.4 1.9 0.6 08 1.3 1.3 1.7
Sale of drugs on school grounds .. 0.2 0.4 07 - 0.3 0.3 04 0.5 0.8 0.7
Stdent wbacco use. L L 1.1 2.2 1.5 20 21 0.9 11 14 14 2.6
Student possesston of weapons ... 04 1.6 0.6 1.1 0.6 0.4 1.0 0.9 .- 0.6
TresPassiig oo e 10 13 1.8 0.7 2.0 0.6 1.9 1.3 7 1.0
Verbal abuse of teachers ... (] 2.7 1.8 1.8 200010 2= 2.0 7 1.8
Physteal abuse of teachers. © ... . N3 1.2 - 0.9 -- 0.6 1.8 - 0.6 I.u
[eacher absenteeism .. . ... 12 30 1.9 21 23 0.8 1.8 1.7 1.9 22
{eacher aleohol nr drug use ... 0.4 1.0 1.6 - -- -- -~ -- -- --
Racial tensions oo . 0.7 22 1.2 14 0.9 0.5 1.4 08 i 0.5
GANES o s e el b * * * * 0.5 19 P4 n.7 0.7

+ Data not avalable because this item was not ashed in the 1991 surves.
-- Fxtmate of standard emor is not deriv ed because itis based on a statistic estimated at less than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCT U8, Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics. Fast Responsc Survey Sy stem. “Principal School
Disciplinarian Sunvey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997: "Public School Principal Survey on Safe. Disciplined and Drug-Free
School7 FRSS 41, 1991




Table 16.—Percent of public school principals reporting that certain discipline issues were serious
or moderate problems in their schools, by type of issue and minority enrollment
of school: 1990-91 and 1996-97

Minority enroliment
T 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue o o
Total | <% | 5-19% |20-39%| 02" Total | <5% | 5-19% |20-4900] 0 0"

more more
Student ardiness oo, 34 a2 32 18 53 41 23 12 15 36
Student absentecism class cetting ... 25 1R 17 36 39 26 19 24 20 35
Physical conllicts among students ........... a3 16 16 32 40 21 12 19 23 31
Robbery or theft of items over $10.......... 7 5 10 7 9 5 4 6 S 7
Vandalism of school property ... 12 7 1 18 21 8 6 6 6 16
Student alcohol use 10 11 2 6 i1 7 10 10 5 5
Studentdrug use ... .o e 5 6 4 5 7 9 9 B 7 ?
Sale of drugs on school grounds ... 1 1 i i I 2 1 4 1 3
Student tobacco use. . 15 16 11 10 9 14 16 19 15 7
Student possession of weapons .. 3 2 () 5 7 2 1 2 2 3
Trespassing ..+ e e 7 4 7 8 12 {4 2 6 3 7
Verhal abuse of teachers 11 9 5 19 1S 12 9 11 13 17
Physical abuse ot teachers... .. ... ! l 0 [ 3 2 ! 2 3 !
Te.icher absenteeism ..o, 14 I 9 15 28 | 10 9 5 9 18
Teacher alcohol or drug use ... | i () I [ (+) (=) 0 0 ()
Racial tensions .. oo s 3 2 2 13 6 3 1 3 3 4
Gan@s........o s 3 bt e bs b 3 (+) 5 1 12

* Data ot available because this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.
(=) Less than 0.5 pereent.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Fducation. National Center for Fducation Statistics. Fast Response Survey System. “Principal-School

Disciplinarian Sunvey on School Violence.” FRSS 63. 1997 Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined and Drug-Free
Schoals.” FRSS 41,1991,
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Table 16a.—Standard errors of the percent of public school principals reporting that certain

discipline issues were serious or moderate preblems in their schools, by type of issue
and minority enrollment of schooi: 1990-91 and 1996-97

Minority enrollment

TIETI 1990-9] 1996-97
Discipline issue 0% or 0% o
Total | <5% | 5-19% [20-49% Total <5% | 5-19% |20-49%
more more
Swdent 1ardiness ... 25 22 3.0 6.0 6.3 1.5 2.7 39 37 34
Student absenteeism/class cutting ............ 1.8 24 2.7 7 53 1.5 24 29 33 29
Physical conflicts among students 1.4 2.6 32 4.8 4.4 1.2 2.1 35 3.0 32
Ro! Lery or theft of items over 310 ... 09 1.1 2.3 1.8 2.1 0.7 1.1 12 09 15
Vandalism of school property .............. 1.2 l. 2.4 4.0 kN 0.8 1.6 14 1.3 2.4
Siudent alcoholuse ........oooovvecii e 1.0 1.2 2.3 2.0 2.6 0.7 [.5 1.3 1.5 0.7
Student drug uSe .o e 0.7 1.1 1.3 1.1 2.5 0.6 1.4 1.7 13 1.2
Sale of drugs on school grounds .............. 0.2 0.4 0.7 0.4 0.7 0.3 0.5 1.0 0.4 08
Student tobacco Use.......o.cc oo e i1 1.9 2.6 2.4 2.6 0.9 22 20 20 1.1
Student possession of weapons ... 0.4 0.6 0.3 1.4 2.1 0.4 0.4 1.0 i1 0.6
Trespassing. e v cieeceaeneee . L0 1.3 2.6 2.5 2.7 0.6 0.7 1.7 0.7 19
Verbal abuse of teachers oo 1.1 14 1.7 238 37 1.0 1.6 1.8 24 24
Physical abuse of teachers.. ..o 0.3 06 -- 0.6 1.5 0.6 1.2 14 1.3 0.2
Teacher absenteeism ..o eviinn, 1.2 1.8 2.6 27 3. 08 1.7 09 1.2 25
Teacher alcohol ordruguse .. ... 04 0.8 3 1.0 1.0 -- -- - - -
Rucial tensions ... e e e 0.7 0.6 0.9 3.1 23 0.5 0.4 1.1 1.2 15
CHMES - rvs eoeeeeeeeee oo + % * + : 0.5 - 14 1.1 1.8

¥ Data not available because this itemt was not asked in the 1991 suney.

-- Estimate of standard crror is not deriv ed because it is based on a statistic estimated at less than 0.5 pereent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response Survey System. "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Suney on School Vielence.” FRSS 63, 1997: “Public School Principal Survey on Safe. Disciplined and Drug-Free

Schools.” FIXSS 41, 1991.




Table 17.—Percent of public school principals reporting that certain discipline issues were serious
or moderate problems in their schools, by type of issue and poverty levei* of school:
1990-91 and 1996-97

Percent of students cligible for the federally funded
free or reduced-price lunch program

Discipline issue 1990-91 1996-97
20- 35- 50- |75%or 20- 35- 50- |75%or

Total 1<20% | 100 | 4000 | 74% | more | O | <10 3404 | 49 | 740 | more
Student tardiness .....c..occoovevveinne e, k) 27 26 30 49 51 40 36 36 45 42 47
Student absenteeism/class cutting ....... . .25 17 18 23 35 16 25 2] 24 25 28 32
Physical conflicts among students ... 23 15 19 2] 32 40 21 13 19 22 24 29
Robbery or theft of items over $10.......... 7 7 6 1 11 8 5 6 6 5 4 6
Vandalistm of school property ......ccooovee. 12 7 9 11 16 25 8 5 6 6 8 17
Student alcohol use 10 13 9 7 9 12 7 11 8 8 4 3
Student drug USC ..o e 6 7 3 2 4 13 9 12 10 9 7 5
Sale of drugs on school grounds ..... ....... 3 I 1 (=) ) 0 2 3 3 | 2 1
Student tobacco use....ooooviiiiins o {3 16 11 10 {3 g 14 g 17 20 10 6
Student possession of weapons ............. 3 1 2 2 4 11 2 1 1 3 3 2
Trespassing. ..o viverivcen o e s . 7 7 5 3 9 13 4 3 3 4 5 7
Verbal abuse of teachers ..o oo e, 11 7 7 9 t7 24 12 8 13 13 13 13
Physical abuse of teachers.......c.c.. oo o ! 0 1 0 2 6 2 0 2 4 2 |
Teacher absenteeism ...... ... ... RN, 14 9 I 12 16 33 10 7 8 13 11 15
Teacher alcohol or drugusc... ... ... } } =) 2 1 1 =)y (= (=1 0 (-} 0
Racial tensions ... ccooecee o vviiieins e 5 3 2 6 7 7 3 3 3 3 4 4
Gangs..oeveneen n. . b ¥ bt b i I 5 1 4 6 11

*The percent of students eligible Tor the federally funded free or reduced-price lunch program was used as a measure of pos enty for the
scheol population.

1 Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 sunvcsy.

(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

SOURCE. U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response Sunv ey System. ~Principal. School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence.” FRSS 63, 1997; ~"Public Schoal Principal Suney on Safe. Disciplined and Drug-Free
Schools.” FRSS 41. 1991,
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Table 17a.—Standard errors of the percent of public school principals reporting that certain
discipline issues were serious or moderate problems in their schools, by type of issue
and poverty level of school: 1990-91 and 1996-97
Percent o1’ students eligible for the federally funded
free or reduced-price lunch program

Discipline issue 1990-91 1996-97
20- 33- 50- [75%or .| 20- 33 50- [75%or

Total §<20% | 240, | 490, | 7490 | more | 1O |2 nae0 | 490 | 7400 | more
Stident 1ardiness e 25 22 33 54 s 4 7.0 1.6 34 4.1 37 4.2 4.2
Student absenteeismiclass cutting............ 1.8 2.0 28 5.0 5.3 6.2 1.5 2.7 2.0 33 K} 3.6
Physical conflicts among students ........... 14 2.2 2.8 3.8 4.4 55 1.2 2.0 27 33 3.6 3.9
Robbery or thefl of items over S10...... .. 0.9 1.4 1.6 2.0 2.8 28 0.6 1.3 1.1 1.4 11 2.0
Vandalism of school property .o oo 1.2 1.1 2.6 3.7 19 53 0.8 1.3 2.1 12 1.8 28
Student aleohol use oo 10 14 22 1.9 2.7 59 0.7 1.9 14 2.1 11 1.0
Student drug use.. .. 0.7 1.2 1.1 1.1 L5 52 0.6 1.6 P4 1.9 1.8 1.4
Sale of drugs on school grounds ... 0.2 0.5 0.7 - - -- 0.3 0.8 0.7 0.6 08 0.7
Student tobaceco use ... 1.1 1.7 1.7 33 2.7 4.3 09 2.0 20 36 1.7 1.5
Student possession of weapons ... 0.4 0.4 0.8 1.3 I3 35 0.4 0.6 02 1.5 1.0 06
TreSPASSING. . o . 1.0 1.6 1.8 [.2 26 3.3 0.6 08 1.1 1.8 1.6 27
Verbal abuse of teachers ..o 1.1 13 2.1 30 il 58 1.0 1.3 22 23 15 24
Physical abuse of teachers. o 0.3 -- 0." - 09 28 06 - 1.1 1.9 1.3 0.4
Teacher absenteeism .. v e 1.2 13 21 33 36 5.3 0.8 14 1~ 2.7 21 2.9
Teacher alcohol or drug use oo 04 1.0 -- 1.2 0g 1.0 - -~ -- - -- --
Racial 1ensioNS «o.cveeirnrscneenece 0.7 09 1.0 2.6 20 20 035 0.6 n= 14 1.2 [
GRANES.. ceor oo, oo * x * H : : 05 04 09 15 13 21

* Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 sunvey.
-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at less than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response Suney System. “Principal School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence.” FRSS 63, 1997 "Public School Principal Survey on Safe. Disciplined and Drug-Free
Schools.™ FRSS 41, 1991.




Table 18.—Number and percent of schools in which specified disciplinary actions were taken
against students, total number of actions taken, and percent of specific disciplinary
actions taken against students, by type of infraction: 1996-97

Total Percent distribution of actions taken
Percent of
number of Total
schools Out-of-
schools . number of ,
. taking one Transfers to schoo!
Infracii teking one or more of these alternative suspension
nrrection or more of specified Expulsions pensions
these - schools or Jasting
these specified actions rogr 5 or
specified pee taken programs > or more
. actions days
actions -
Possession or use of a fircarm ......e .. 4.170 5 16,587 31 20 19
Possession or use of a weapon other
than a fiream..... ., 16.740 22 58,554 23 22 S8
Possession.  distribution. or use of
alcobol or drugs. including tobacco....  20.960 27 170,464 18 20 62
Physical attacks or fights .o, 30.160 39 320.696 13 19 66

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center {~r Educalion Statistics. Fast Response Sun ey System. “Principal:Schooi

Disciphinarian Survey on School Vielence,”™ FRSS 63, 1997
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Table 18a.—Standard errors of the number and percent of schools in which specified disciplinzvy
actions were taken against students, total number of actions taken, and percent of
specific disciplinary actions taken against students, by tvpe of infraction: 1996-97

Total Percent of
number of creen .0 Total Percent distribution of actions taken
schoiis
schools (akine one number of
Infracti taking one or m(;rc of these SINERY
infraction or more of specified Transfers to N
N these . ) . school
these specified actions Expulsions allerative suspensions
specified pee taken P schoals or P
. actions lasting 5 or
actions programs
more days
PPossession or use of a fireamy ..o 480.6 0.6 3.778.2 54 6.3 6.5
Possession or use of a weapon other
than a firearmi. ...c..ooovvvveveeicr e 969.1 1.3 3.781.8 17 1.7 2.4
Pussession, distribution. or use of
alcohol or drugs, including tobacco.... 782.7 1.0 8.734.6 1.5 2.0 2.0
Physical attacks or fights...c.o..cceeeenees 1.081.4 1.4 15.964.2 1.5 2 2.6
)i g

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for ducation Statistics. Fast Response Survey System. “Principal/School

Diseciplinarian Survey on Schoot Violenee,” FRSS 63,1997,
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Table 19.—Percent of public schools reporting that they kave a zero tolerance policy “r various
specified student offenses, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Types of oftinses
School characteristic Weapons,
Violence Firearms other than Alcohol Drugs Tobacco
fircarms
All public schools ......ovevrrierceenenae 79 94 91 87 88 79
Instructional level
Elementary school ... 79 93 91 87 88 82
Middle schootl ... 75 95 90 86 90 7
High SChool. oo 80 96 92 86 89 72
Size of enroliment
Lessthan 300 ... 76 93 89 84 84 76
300-999........... 79 94 91 88 89 82
1.000 or more........ 86 98 93 85 92 72
Locale
CHY et e 87 97 95 89 91 83
Urban fringe. 82 95 90 88 90 80
Town ......o..... 71 90 86 82 83 77
Rurai ..... 76 94 92 88 89 78
Kegion
NOrtheast.....oucoevveeivcon s 78 8y 90 83 84 79
Southeast.. 83 95 89 90 9 80
Central...... 72 93 88 82 83 75
West...... 83 97 95 91 93 83
Percent minority enrollment
Less than § percent " 92 88 82 83 75
5to 19 percent ....... 79 94 92 89 90 80
20 to 49 percent...... 83 95 50 87 89 79
50 percent ormore.......oecvrnveoicnennnen 8s 97 94 90 92 83
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent ..o, 76 92 88 86 87 77
20 to 34 percent 77 94 90 87 88 82
350 49 percent.....cveveermnnienennens 79 97 95 89 92 81
70 to 74 PErcent ....cvvevvviieerneeneinians 80 95 920 85 88 79
75 Percent of MOFe . .....ccervoercrreeercneans 84 95 93 87 89 81
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y S coorvrererecsiemriere oot 100 100 99 97 97 93
INO Lo vieerriceeesrrar s st sracsaiene e 0 73 59 49 54 30
9 5
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Table 19.—Percent of public schools reporting that they have a zero tolerance pelicy for various
specified student offenscs, by school characteristics: 199¢-97--continued

1 Types of offenses
School characteristic Weapons.
Violence Firearms other than Alcohol Drugs Tobacco
fircarms
Principals’ report on problems in
schoot!
No problems/minor problenis ............. 75 91 88 83 86 79
Moderate problents ...ccocvcivevenrirrenen, 82 97 95 88 90 81
Serious problem ..., 81 96 89 L 89 7
Types of crimes reported”
No crime 74 92 88 85 85 78
Any crime .. v 82 96 92 88 90 80
{.ess serious or nonviolent crimes
only 82 96 92 88 90 81
Serious violent crimes 85 96 94 R9 91 76

'Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absentceism. phy sical conflicts among students. robbery or theft of items over
$10. vandalism of school propeny. student alcohol use. student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds. student tobacco usc. student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of {cachers, physical abuse of teachers. teacher absentecism, teacher alcohol or drug
usc. racial tensions. and gangs. Scrious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a
serious problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at least one diseiptine issue was a moderate problem and there
were ne serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem
or i mmnor problem.

*Scrious violent criine means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and pofice were contacled: murder. rape
or other ty pe of senual battery. suicide. physical attack or fight with a weapon. ar robbery. Less serious or noaviolent crime mearns that
no serious v iolent erimes occurred and at least one of the tollowing occurred at the school for which police were sontacted: physical
attack or fight without a weapon, thefularceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police wers
not comtacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified erimes may have oceurred but putice were not contacted. or other,
nonspecified erimes may have occurred at the school.

SOURCL: U.S. Deperument of Fducation, National Center for Education Statisties, Fast Response Survey System. “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Sun ¢y on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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} Table 19a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schools reporting that they have a zero
tolerance policy for various specified student offenses, by schoo! characteristics:

1996-97
Ty pes of offenses
. - Weapons,
School characteristic Violence Fircarms other than Alcohal Drugs Tobaceo
firearms
All publie schools ..o e 1.6 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.1 1.5
lnstructional level
Elementary school ... 24 1.6 1.8 1.8 1.8 2.1
Middle school .......... 23 14 1.7 2.0 1.8 23
High school 20 1.1 1.5 22 1.9 24
Size of enrollntent
Less than 300 38 2.7 3.1 36 6 R
300-999 i.8 1.0 1.2 1.2 12 1.5
1000 0r More ..o e 24 0.7 1.3 25 1.7 18
[Locale
City 2.5 1.4 1.6 22 2. 235
Urban fringe 2.7 1.3 22 2.4 2.2 26
Town.. ... 3.2 24 23 27 27 3
Rural i e . 3.5 20 23 2.4 2.3 29
Region
Northeast.... . ... 3.6 13 24 29 29 3.0
Southeast... ... 2.6 13 2.1 L5 ) 2.7
Central 34 2. 238 30 LRV i3
Wesl oo i e e 23 1.3 1.5 1.9 1.8 2y
Percent minarnity enroliment
Lessthan S pereent ... 34 2.7 2.9 29 29 32
Ste % percent ... 3.9 I.R 22 16 2.6 29
20 20 49 percent ... 24 1.8 2.2 22 22 25
50 percent or more.. 22 1.2 14 1.9 1.9 21
Percent of students cligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 pereent v v 34 22 26 2.6 2.7 30
20 to 34 percent 3.7 27 29 31 30 A2
35 to 49 percent ... +.2 1.8 19 2.8 28 A2
50 ta 74 percent 32 1.8 2.3 3 2.8 A
75 percent or more.. 36 2z 24 3.2 32 34
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Yeson - -- 0.3 0.8 07 a9
NO L -- 1.1 1.4 4.1 41 4t
Principals’ report on discipline
prablems in school
No problems‘minor problems .. ... .. 29 25 23 23 24 23
Moderate problems ... 2.2 .8 1. 1.6 N v
Serious problems ... 27 1.1 24 2.6 22 30
Types ot erimes reported
No crime ... 31 2.1 26 2.6 25 29
Any criine .. SR . 1.4 0.8 0.9 1.2 1.1 16
T ess serious or nonviolenl enmes
only ... s 1.7 1.0 i1 1.4 1.3 1.8
Serious violent crimes.. ... ... 2.6 1.7 1.8 21 21 24
-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at less thun 0.5 percent or at 100 pereent
SOURCE: LS. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response Sunvey System. “Prinaipal Schoaol
Disciplinarian Sun ey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997,
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Table 20.—Percent of public schools with policy to report crimes to the public, by school

characteristics: 1995-97

School characteristic

I

Policy to report serious crimes to the public

Al public SChoolS oo e 39

[nstructional lesel

Elementary school oo 42

Middle school .... 35

Hgh SEhOOl ..o 33
Size of enrollinent

Less than 300 ..o 49

300-999....... 35

L0000 OF OTC...ois e e 40
Locale

Y ottt ea e e n e n s 43

Urban fringe... 40

Town.......... 24

RUFAL i e e 40
Region

INOPREASE. ..o s e 36

Southeast. 42

CENIrALciciice e rve e eree e et e e et e aarens 33

WES .ot ceneraer et erisine 41
Percent minority enro!lment

Les5 1NAN 5 PLICENL cuvveereierec e cien e n e 35

510 19 percent 4]

2010 AT PEICENL wceiviivirir et 40

50 PETCENL OF MOTE (. ivirvinrvime e st err s 43
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Less than 20 Percent .ocoveriveeiie s v 40

2010 3FPEICCNL cuvvevirrerrenieceerrconesiacesnsneesrrecscvsiesoresserns 34

35 to 49 percent ... . 33

5010 TA PEICONt covvicvreeriieerirerrereeceiaresrsresrarsrvnstterecenenees 44

75 PEICENT OF MOTE ...oovenriverireeeviverrireenesssosesonssuerstesonersnesras 44
Zero toleranee policy for violence

YES oo 42

N O ettt ettt ettt esn e st e b st sttt 30

| SN
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Table 20.—Percent of public schools with policy to report crimes to the public, by school
characteristics: 1996-97-—-continued

Policy to report serious crimes to the public
School characteristic

Principals’ report on discipline problems in school'

No problems/minor problems 13
Moderate problems PR 37
Sertous Problems ....cveviiir e e 35
Types of crimes reported’

NO CTHTIE Lottt s ba e s 46
Any crime 34

Less serious or nonviolent crimes only ... 34

Serious VIolent Crimes. ..o 34

'Discipline problems included student 1ardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or thefi of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use. racial tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a
serious problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there
were no serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issucs were either no problem
or a minor problem,

*Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape
or other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with a weapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means that
no serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were centacted: physical
attack or fight without a weapon, theft/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were
not contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted. or other,
nonspecified crimes may have occurred at the school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response Survey System. “PrincipaliSchool
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence.” FRSS 63, 1997.

87




Table 20a.—Standard errors o] the percent of public scheols with policy to report crimes to the
public, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Seriousness and type of problem

Pulicy to report serious crimes to the public

All public schonls ... i e 1.9
Instructional level
Elememary school . ... Lo e 2.9
Middle school .o i 25
Bigh SChoel oo e 2.5
Siee of enrollment
Less than 300 5.0
300-999... ... 2.1
3.4
4.0
3.4
36
3.2
Region
Northeast 42
Southcast.. ... 4.1
Central. . e . 35
MW ESE e s e e e e s 3.8
Percent minority enroliment
Less than S percent ... R . 33
Swl9percent o e o ‘ O 32
2010 49 PLICENL o.eoiviieie e s veae e« e e . 4.1
50 percent T MOrC.. i il 32
Percent of students eligitle for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less thant 20 percent oo i v L . 32
2010 34 PEICCNT oot i e . 3.7
35 10 49 pereent 4.2
50 1o 74 percent 13
TS PEYCCAL OF TNOIC ettt e+ e v« e e e . 5.0
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Yes . 20
N0 e et s+ e e . 8
Prineipals” report on discipline problems in school
No problemsminor problems ... ... 32
Moderate problems 2.
Serious problems ... s 4
Ty pes of erimes reported
No crime 32
Any crime .. IR
Less serious or nonviolent crimies only o 22
Serious violent crimes. ... 3.1

SOURCE. WS, Department of Education, National Center for [ducation Statisties, Fast Response Survey System. “Principal/School

Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997,
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Table 21.—Percent of public schools reporting that students were required to wear school
uniforms, by school characteristics: 1996-S$7

School characteristic Uniforms requi.ed
Al public schools ..cooviii it 3

Instructional level

Elementary school .o oot e, 4

Middle SChool vviveee et e 4

High school.. e , (+)
Size of enrollment .

fess than 300 ... ... . e e s 0

F00-999 .o s e 4

1.0000r more ..o e 8§
 ocale

CHY et et et o s . 9

Urban fringe 6

Town....... RO, ()

RUFAL oot oot v ot e o i (+)
Region

Northeast. ... ... U e e s l

Southeast. 4

Central......... e e s s 2

WeSloot oo e, IR 6
Pereent minority enrollment

Less than 5 percent ... oo et et oo et e (+}

S1019Percent oo oot e . 0

20 to 49 percent ... T . 2

50 Percent OF MO .ooveiiiniioes o v« e e . 13

Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price schoo! Junch
Lessthan 20 percent ooovvvvien e voee e o e (+)

20 to 34 percent ... ... i

35 to 49 pereent ... 2

30 to 74 pereent .. bt

75 percent or more 1
Zero tolerance policy for violence

Y8 ittt et e s . 4

N Lottt i e e i s 1

3

=
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Table Z1.—Percent of public schools reporting that students were required to wear school
uniforms, by school characteristics: 1996-97--continued

School characteristic Uniforms required

Principals’ report on discipline problems in school

No problems/minor problems 2
Moderate problems 4
Serious problemis ... 3
Types of erimes reported

No crime 4
Any crime .. . 3

Less serious or nonviolent crimes only —.o.ooevenn. K

Serious violent CHIMES o 5

(=) Less than 0.5 percent.

‘Discipline problems included student tardiness. student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, ~ andalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds. student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons. trespassing. verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racial tensions, and gangs. Scrious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a
serious problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there
were no serious prodlems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem
of a minor problem.

*Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape
or other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with a weapon, or rebbery. Less serious or nonvielent crime means that
no serious vielent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical
attack or fight without a weapon, thefVlarceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were
not contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but polize were not contacted, or other,
nonspecified crimes may have occurred at the school.

SOURCE: U S. Department of Education. National Center for Fducation Statistics. Fast Response Survey Sastem. “Principal Schout
Disciplinarian Surnvey on School Violence,” FRSS 63. 1997.
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Table 21a.—-Standard errorxs of the percent of public schools reporting that studerts were required
to wear school uniforms, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Schaool characteristic Uniforms required

Al public SChOOIS «..cveis vt irenee 0.6

Instructional level

Elementary school 0.9
Middle schoaol 0.8
High sChool...c.coii e -

Size of enrollment
Lcss than 300

1,000 or mote 22
Locale
CILY ettt e b s e 1.9
Urban fringe......oeeieic e 1.8
TOWTL ottt e s -
RUFEL ¢ ovie e e ettt -
Region
INOTHREASL 1o e e e 0.9
SOUHEASE.......ocoiiiriirii e e s 1.4
Central... 1.0
WESE ettt e e st 1.4
Percent minority enrollment
Less than § percent ....... -
5to 19 percent....... -
20 to 49 percent ..... 1.0
50 percent or more.... e s 23
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school funch
Less than 20 percent ... vnniininaiiaens -
20 to 34 percent .......... SO TIPROTPON 0.7
3510 49 PEroent e 1.2
50 to 74 percent ..... 1.6
75 PEICENL OF MOTE cvvvrrcersieernscvvverserveaccsverssersissersnsons 2.6
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Yes.... 0.7
NO ettt s e et s b et 0.9
Principals’ report on discipline problems in school
No problems/minor problems ..., 0.8
Moderate problems............ 1.2
Serious problems ...couiriciririnen e 1.3

Types of crimes reported
NO CIIME ottt et 1.0

Any crime ... e PR 0.6
Less serious or nonviolent crimes only 0.8
Serious violent crimes. ..o 1.2

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at less than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response Survey Systein, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997,
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Table 22.—Percent of public schools reporting various types of security measures at the schools, by school
characteristics: 1996-97

Closed R Students
o N R andom .
Visitors campus for [ Controlled | Controlled One or metal must pass
School characteristic must sign most aceess to aceess (o more drug detector through
. students school school ) i metal
in . g sweeps check on
during buildings grounds ) detectors
students
lunch each day
All public schools....ooovoieiiic e, 96 80 53 24 19 4 1
Instructional level
Elementary school ........... 96 76 57 25 5 [ (+3
Middle school ...... 96 93 51 n 36 7 I
High scheol. . oo 97 78 40 25 45 9 2
Size of enrollment
L.ess than 300 91 67 10 l6 22 (+) 1
300-999........ 98 84 57 24 15 4 |
1.000 or more 99 82 53 49 34 15 3
Locale
CILY v e e, 100 81 62 35 {2 8 2
Urban fringe.. 98 85 68 k3| 13 3 (=)
Town..... 96 77 49 20 23 2 ]
Rural .o e, 92 75 33 13 27 2 (=)
Region
Northeast 98 83 70 30 6 1 ()
Southeast 99 86 52 28 24 9 |
Central ... 95 76 48 i2 7 1 1
WESLaeirire s ciinienreerisees cvere e e 94 76 46 ki 25 4 1
Pereent minority enroflment
Less than S percent .. ............... s 94 7 42 14 17 (+) i}
5to 19 percent ... 97 81 55 22 23 1 (-)
20 to 49 percent...... 98 77 55 27 18 (-)
50 percent or MOTC.....evvecinnriniieninrn, 97 84 63 38 18 9 4
Pereent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent ..o vnevcennnnnenn 94 74 50 I8 17 1 0
20 to 34 percent 99 717 51 19 20 3 (+)
351049 percent oo e 90 80 49 25 22 5 ()
50 10 74 PETCEn! .oveveeeeceee et 95 85 57 27 22 4 |
75 Percent OF MOTC....cvvevrneeiieeiacee, 97 33 58 37 3 8 3
Zcro talerance policy for violence
96 80 54 25 20 4 1
93 78 46 21 {5 4 l




Table 22.—Percent of public schools reporting various types of security measures at the schools, by school

characteristics: 1996-97-~continued
Closed Students
. campus for | Controlled | Controlled Random must pass
Visitors most ccess to access to One or metal through
School characteristic must sign a more drug detector NrOUE
. students schoul school Co metal
in N o sweeps check on
during buildings grounds tudent detectors
lunch StHaEn’s cach day
Principals® report on discipline
problems in schoo!!
No problems/minor problems.............. 94 75 48 18 9 2 (+)
Moderate problems ... ... 97 86 58 29 22 5 1
Serious problems ... ..o 98 75 50 28 38 7 3
Ty pes of crimes reported’
NOCTHNC oo eveis e 95 4 53 24 10 1 +)
Any crime ..o, 37 84 52 25 25 6 2
Less serious or nanviolent crimes
ORLY et e 96 85 50 24 24 4 1
Serious violent crimes .......coo.oooeei.. 100 80 59 3 33 15 4

(=) Less than 0.5 percent.

'Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicis among students, robbery or theft of items over $10,

vandalism of school property. student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student

possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism. teacher alcohol or drug use,

racial tensions. and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was 3 serious
probiem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at least oné discipline issue was a moderaie problem and there were no

scrious problems, No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem or a minor

problem.

*Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: mwrder, rape or
other type of sexval battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with a weapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means that no
serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were comtacted: physical attack or
fight without a weapon. thef¥/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that the police were not contacted
for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted, or other, nonspecified crimes may have

occuired at the school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/Schoal Disciplinarian

Survey on School Violenee.” FRSS 63. 1997.
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Table 2.

the schools, by school characteristics: 1996-97

-standard errors of the percent of public schools reporting various types of security measures at

Closed Random Students
Visitors campus for | Controlled | Controlled . musl pass
15itors i One or metal
Schiool characteristic must sign most access 1o access 10 more drug detector through
. students school school metal
n durin buildings rounds Sweeps check on detectors
& E g ctecto
students
lunch cach dav
All public schools ... v o 0.9 1.7 1.9 1.5 11 0.4 0.3
Instructional leve)
Elementary school ......oovieriicoivcnnns I.4 25 28 23 1.3 0.5 -
Middle school 1.2 1.7 2.7 1.9 24 1.0 0.4
High sehool..ee 1.9 22 23 2.0 32 1.1 0.7
Size of enroliment
L¢ss than 300 20 3.9 3.7 3.2 32 - 0.4
300-999 0.6 1.8 24 2.1 1.1 0.6 0.4
1.000 or more 0.5 25 33 3.3 2.8 1.9 0.9
Locale
CIY vt it e e - 29 3.2 3.7 1.0 1.0 03
Urban fringe. ... e e san et e 12 238 36 3.6 15 08 -
TOWN ot ottt et e e 1.5 36 KN 2.7 2.8 0.8 0.8
Rural . . o 24 34 3.8 2.8 3.0 1.0 -
Region
Northedst.... 1.2 4.0 39 ERY 1.2 0.5 -
Coutheast... 0.9 28 39 28 2.4 1.4 0.7
Central . Lot 15 3.3 32 26 24 0.3 3
WESLo i e e e e 1.8 29 38 29 24 09 0.7
Percent minority enrollment
[.ess than S percent ..o e 23 332 36 2.6 2.4 -- --
SO 19 PLrcent e i 11 32 39 20 26 0.7 -
2010 49 PLreenl oo 0.9 "9 4.0 3.2 2.5 1.2 -
50 percent OF MOC .. i.6 32 4.1 3.8 2.1 1.3 1.2
Percent of students cligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 pereent ....oeeerienninneen. 24 35 3.6 2.7 22 0.5 -
2010 34 PEreent v 05 3.6 4.6 35 3.0 0.8 -
351049 Pereent .o 2.1 a2 50 3.0 3.0 1.3 -
50 1o 74 percent ... . 1.9 4.0 4.4 39 29 0.8 0.4
75 pereent or more 17 1.5 51 5.0 22 1.6 15
Z.ero tolerance poliey for violence
NS iiis ot et e . 0.3 2.0 2.0 1.8 1.3 0.4 0.3
ND Lt e 1.9 36 1.5 3.3 1.8 1.0 0.8
Principals’ report on discipline
problems in school
No problems/minor problems ... . 70 28 30 2.4 1.5 0.6 -
Moderate problems L (V] 22 3.0 23 1.7 0.7 0.6
Serious problems. . L 0.8 36 i34 33 3.1 1.1 09
Types of crimes reported
NOCTUNIC oo ceie s e eeeeie + e 1y 3 30 27 1.6 0.5 -
Any crime . 0.8 2.1 2.7 18 1.8 0.7 0.
{.ess sertous or nonviolent crimes
QLY oo e 10 23 29 2.1 1.9 0.7 0.5
Serious violent Crimes........cvenn -- 39 4.2 3.7 4.2 2.2 1.3

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at less than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: 1.5 Department of Education, National Center for Fducation Statistics. Fast Response Survey System. “Principal/Schoel Disciphinarian
Sunver on Schoul Vielence,” FRSS 63, 1997,
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Table 23.—Percent of public schools reporting various levels of police or other law enforcement
presence during a typical week, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Police or other law enforcement representatives:

Stationed at the school Not stationed

School characteristic

during a typical

None stationed

30 hours or 10 to 29 hours I 10 9 hours wecek, but  jat school during
more available as 1996-97
needed
All public schools..c.veiiieiri e 6 1 3 12 78

Instructional level

Elementary school 1 ! 1 8 R4

Middle school 10 3 s 17 65

High school ... o 19 2 6 18 R
Size of enrollment

Less than 300.... 1 (=) I 9 89

300-999........ 1 1 3 12 {0

1.000 0r more .ot oo 39 3 7 13 34
1 ocale

Y e e e 13 4 3 ] 69

Lirhan fringe oo 7 | 2 1 80

TOWI oo o e e e 3 1 4 1 78

RUF ¥ ot e 1 (=) 2 4 83
Region

Northeast 6 (=) 2 [l K1

Southeast 9 2 2 I 7

Ceniral . 4 2 3 1 81

AWESE L e e s . 7 i 4 14 !
Percent minority enrollment

Less than 3 percentu v 1 1 3 10 85

510 19 percent .o 6 ] 3 10 &0

2010 49 percent s e 7 1 2 13 77

S0 pereent Or MOre ..ot 13 3 3 14 67
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school tunch

L.ess than 20 Pereent .oovevnecniiveeivens cevieeeene S ] 4 10 9

20to 34 perreent..... 7 I 2 10 80

IS0 49 percent. e e 5 () 3 12 80

SO0 T percent. v e 6 2 ! I3 78

75 PEreent OF MOTC...coooiv et g 2 4 14 72
Zeratolerance policy for violence

YCSL e e et e . 7 | 3 15 76

NG it et et et e 4 1 3 7 85
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Table 23.—Percent of public schools reporting various levels of police or other law enforcement
presence during a typical week, by school characteristics: 1996-97 -continued

Police or other law enforcement representatives:

Stationed at the school

School characteristic

30 hours or

Not stationed
during a typical
week, but

None stationed
at school during

[0 to 29 hours 1 to 9 hours
more available as 1996-97
needed
Principals’ report on discipline problems in
school'
No problems/minor problems.........ccoovceveunnne 2 +) 1 7 89
Moderate problems..... 7 2 4 14 73
Serious problem 15 3 5 I8 59
Types of crimes reported?
No crime 2 1 I 6 90
Any crime ... 10 2 4 16 68
Less serious or nonviolent crimes only 7 2 4 i6 72
Serious violent crimes 23 3 8 16 50

(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

'Discipline problems included student tardiness. student absenteeism. physical conflicts among students. robbery or thefi of items over
$10, vandalism of school property. student alcohol use. student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use. student
possession of weapons. trespassing. verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use. racial tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a
serious problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there
were no serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem
or a minor problem.

*Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape
or other type of sexual battery. suicide. physical attack or fight with a weapon. or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means that
no scrious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical
attack or fight without a weapon, theft/larceny. or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were
not contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted, or other.
nonspecified crimes may have occurred at the school.

NOTE: Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System. “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence.” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 23a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schools reporting various levels of police or
other law enforcement presence during a typical week, by school characteristics:

1996-97

Police or other law enforcement representatives:

Stationed at the school

School characteristic

30 hours or

Not stationed
during a typical
wecek, but

Nonc stationed
at school

10 to 29 hours 1 to 9 hours .
more available as | during 1996-97
needed
All public schools....coovviine. 0.4 0.3 0.4 1.0 11
Instructional level
llementary school ... 0.3 04 6 1.4 1.5
Middle school...... 1.3 0.8 1.1 1.9 2.4
High schoob...ooci s 1.6 0.7 1.0 2.1 2.9
Size of enraliment
less than 300......ies e 04 - 0.5 2.4 28
300-999 - 0.6 0.4 0.6 1.2 1.3
F000 0r Mmore o 26 14 1.2 2.0 3.2
Locale
CHY et e et e 1.4 1.2 0.8 2.9 31
! rban fringe . 1.0 02 0.6 1.9 22
Town... 0.9 05 1.1 1.6 1.9
Rural oot e et e 0.5 - 0.8 23 25
Region
NOFERCASE oo e e I 6 -~ 0.9 20 25
Southeast .. . 1.1 0.8 0.8 2.1 2.5
Central ... 0.8 08 0.8 1.9 2.1
West.... 0.9 0.5 0.8 2.1 26
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan S percent. i, 03 0.3 0.8 1.7 1.8
510 19 percent .. 09 03 0.8 1.8 23
2010 49 PErcent. .o ovee oo e 0.9 04 0.8 27 3.2
S0 Percent Or MOFC....coooeevveiieieieevreeee v 1.7 1.3 0.9 2.0 3.1
Percent of students cligible tor free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent. e ieneeenveens 0.8 0.5 1.0 1.8 22
20 1o 34 percent...... 1.0 0.3 0.7 19 23
3510 49 pereent... 1.2 -- 1.1 29 3.3
50 to 74 pereent. ... 1.2 0.9 0.4 2.6 32
T3 Percent O MOFC......oveiei e 2.0 L3 1.4 3.7 4.4
Z.¢cro tolerance policy for violence
YL ettt e s e 0.6 0.4 0.5 1.3 1.5
NO i e e e 06 0.6 0.9 1.6 23
Principals” report on discipline problems in
school
No problems/minor problems.........ooe . 0.6 -- 0.5 1.1 1.5
Moderate problems...........n 1.0 0.6 0.7 22 22
Scrious problems . 2.0 1.1 1.4 24 32
Types of erimes reported
INO CTINIC ot e s i e . 0.7 0.4 0.4 12 14
ADy crime ... . 0.7 0.5 0.5 1.§ 1.5
{ ¢ss serious or nomviolent crimes only ... 0.7 0.5 0.6 1.8 I8
Serious violent crimes .o.oeveeeenen. . 2.3 1.1 1.8 2.8 3.8

-- Estimate of standard crror is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at less than 0.5 percent or at 190 pereent.

SOURCE: .S, Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Surves System., “PrincipaliSchool
Disciplinarian Sun ey on School Violence,™ FRSS 63. 1997,
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Table 24.—Percent of public schools with various degrees of security measures, by school

characteristics: 1996-97

Degree of security measures!

School characteristic

No security

[

Low security

| Moderate sccurity | Stringent security

All public sch0olS....cociriccniinenrenrircriinnne 3 84 11 2

Instructional level

Elementary school ... e 4 92 4 0

Middle school....ccoeevrie e 2 75 20 3

High SCho0l. ..o e e 1 68 26 5
Size of enrollment

Lessthan 300........ccccvnniiiiiiic e 8 90 2 0

300-999..... e e 2 87 10 1

1.000 OF MOTE c.oevvveere e 0 46 43 11
Locale

Gy e e (+) 77 19 4

Urban [ringe | 89 9 I

Town.. 3 84 12 (+)

RUTAL .t e 8 86 6 0
Region

NOtheast ..ot vt (+) 91 8 {

Southcast 2 80 16 3

Central ..... 4 87 8 1

WES et 5 80 14 2
Percent minority enroliment

Less than 5 percent 6 89 4 0

5to 19 percent....... 2 88 10 (+)

20 to 49 percent...... I 84 14 1

50 percent OF MOTC.......evvervievemrerercemreeeerenens 3 74 19 S
Percent of students eligible for frec or
reduced-price school lunch

Less than 20 pereent....ooeeneveiiee 5 84 10 ]

2010 34 PErcent coemvviiiiie e 1 88 10 1

35 to 49 percent 3 85 11 1

50 to 74 percent 4 85 10 1

75 PErCCnt OF MOT@....c.oooiietiemeieecaieeeceeens 3 78 16 3
7.cro tolerance policy for violence

Yes.... 3 84 12 2

NO et e e s 3 85 11 l
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Table 24.—Percent of public schools with various degrees of security measures, by school
characteristics: 1996-97--continued

Degree of security measures’

School characteristic - - - - - -
No security Low security | Moderate security | Stringent security

Principals’ report on discipline problems in
school?

No problems/minor problems.... 6 89 5 (+)
Meaderate problems i 83 14 2
Serious problems ] 73 2 5
Ty pes of crimes reported’

No crime 4 91 5 0
Any crime 3 78 16 3

Less serious or nonviolent ¢crimes only ..... 3 82 13 1

Serious violent crimes 0 61 31 8

(=) Less than 0.5 percent.

'Security measures were considered stringent if a full-time (i.c., 30 hours or more) guard was present and students must pass through a
metal detector daily or were subject to random checks with metal detectors. Moderate security measures were defined as either a full-
time guard with no metal detectors and no restricted access to school, or a part-time guard with or without metal detectors and
restricted access to the school. Schools with no regular guard, but metal detectors were also considered to have moderate security
measures. Schools with low security measures were those with nu guards. no metal detectors, but restricted access. No security
measures were schools with no guards, no metal detectors, and no restricted access to the school.

Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students. robbery or theft of items over
$10. vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on schoo! grounds, student tobacco use. student
possession of weapons. trespassing. verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers. teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use. racial tensions. and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least | of 17 different discipline issues was a
serious problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there
were no serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were cither no problem
or a minor problem.

‘Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape
or other type of sexual battery. suicide, physical attack or fight with a wcapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means that
no serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical
attack or fight without a weapon, thefUlarceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the schoo! reported that police were
not contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specificd crimes may have occurred but police were not eontacted. or other,
nonspecified crimes may have occurred at the school.

NOTE: Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: US. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response Sunvey System. “Principal:School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63. 1997.
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Table 24a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schools with various degrees of sec-writy

measures, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Schoo! characteristic

Degree of security measures

No security

I

Low security

| Moderate security | Stringent security

All public $¢h00ls. ..o,

Instructional level
Elementary school........c.c.ocovvvveeivenniennens
Middle school
High school......

Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300.....c.coovivieicreiiicee e
3004999 ... e
1,000 or more

Locale
CHLY toveeieree et

Region
Northcast ..

Pereent minority enroliment
Less than 5 percent. ..o v
Stol9percent. oot
2080 49 PETCENt .ot e e
50 pereent Or MOore.........ooveveerveeciiie i v

Percent of students cligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent ...,
2010 34 pereent .o civcinii e
35to49 percent .
50 to 74 percent ..
75 percent or more

Zero tolcrance policy for violence
Y ittt

Principals” report on discipline problems in
school
No problems/minor problems........c..eceee.
Moderate problems.....oveiee o evviie e
Serious problems ..o e

Ty pes of crimes reported
NO CTIMEC ot
Any crime
Less serious or nonviolent crinies only ...
Serious Viole 1 Crimes ..o

0.9

12 0.8
17 12
2.1 1.9

22
3.1 0.7
13 12
33 3.3
22 23
1.5 L1
2.1 L6
29 1.3
19 1.8
24 2.2
22 (6
2.2 1.5
23 0.8
18 L4
1.7 1.8
32 3.1
2.6 LS
15 P4
27 1.9
25 1.6
43 39
13 1.0
23 1.6
22 i1
1.6 1.7
23 2.2
2.1 1O
14 13
17 1.5
34 3.5

0.2

0.6
0.7

0.4

0.3
03
1.4

-- Estimate of standard crror is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at less than (.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statisties. Fast Response Survey System, “Prineipal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.




Table 25.—Percent of public schools with formal school violence prevention or reduction pregrams
or efforts, by school characteristics: 1996-97

P £ schoal Percent of schools Percent of schools Pereent of schools
Schoo! characteristic ﬁ:rccntQ schools with only 1-day with only ongoing with both 1-day and
with any programs ;
programs programs ongoing programs
All public schools.......cccovnniiininn. 78 i1 24 43
Instructional fevel
Elementary school ........cccoco e 78 9 28 42
Middle school 82 7 19 56
High school ... 74 20 15 38
Size of enrollment
68 14 20 34
81 10 26 45
84 8 17 59
Locale
CHY e e e 87 5 25 57
Uirban fringe.. 82 30 47
TOWT ot e 72 11 22 38
Rural o i 73 2 3 35
Region
Northeasl........c. voveevccis o« e 75 8 27 40
Southeast... 84 13 28 44
Central.... 76 9 k3 46
WS oot 17 4 20 43
Percent minority enroliment
Less than 5 percent ..o 67 1! 20 36
5to 19 percent ............ 78 10 24 44
2010 49 percent ... 86 12 30 14
S0 pereent or MOre ..o 84 10 22 52
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school tunch
Less than 20 pereent ... 73 8 22 43
20 to 34 percent 75 6 24 44
3510 49 percent 81 13 27 40
50 to 74 percent §0 16 20 44
75 percent or MOre ....c.ovvivevivencninns RS 12 26 47
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y8 oot it e 81 i1 24 5
INO i e s 69 i | 37
PR
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Table 25.—Percent of public schools with formal school violence prevention or reduction programs
or efforts, by school characteristics: 1996-97--continued

School characteristic

Percent of schools
with any programs

Percent of schools
with only 1-day

Percent of schools
with only ongoing

Percent of schoots
with both 1-day and

programs programs ONgaing programs
Principals’ report on discipline
problems in school!
No problems/minor problems ............. 73 11 25 18
Moderate problems 81 1 24 46
Serious problems ... ... 83 13 16 53
Types of crimes reported?
No crime 74 10 24 39
Any crime . 82 11 2% 47
Less scrious or nonvioleat crimes .. 79 12 24 43
Serious violent crimes .......ccocennnne 93 8 19 66

‘Discipline problems included student tardiness. student absenteeism. physical conflicls among students. robbery or thefl of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacca use. student
possession of weapons, trespassing. verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absentecism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racial tensions, and gangs. Scrious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a
scrious problem. Moderate problems means v respondent indicated at least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there

w zre no serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were ¢ither no problem

or a minor problem.

*Sericus violent crime means that at lcast one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder. rape
or cther type of sexual battery. suicide. physical attack or fight with a weapon. or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means that
no serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical
attack or fight without a weapon, theft/lareceny. or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were
not contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted. or other,
nonspecified crimes may have occurred at the school.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding.
SOURCE: U.S. Depariment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Sunvey System. “Principal/Schoot
Disciplinarian Surs ¢y on School Violence.” FRSS 63. 1997.




Table 25a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schools with formal school violence
prevention or reduction programs or efforts, by school characteristics: 1996-97

School characteristic

Percent of schools
with any programs

Percent of schools
with only 1-day

Percent of schools
with only ongoing

Percent of schools
with both 1-day and

programs programs ongoing programs
All public s¢hoolS..cocerveierieennes 1.5 1.2 1.6 1.4
Instructional level
Elementary school ..ooevvenniinnnnn, 2.3 1.6 2.5 25
Middle schoo! ..o 2.0 1.5 19 2.8
High school.....ccooocniicii 22 2.4 1.8 2.1
Size of enrollment
Less than 300 42 3.0 1.0 4.0
300-999........ 1.6 1.2 1.9 18
1.000 or morc. 28 1.5 2.5 3.7
Locale
a1 26 14 33 36
Urban fringe ..o v, 3.0 1.3 3.1 3.3
Town 3.5 2.3 31 3.1
Rural 3.2 3.2 29 33
Region
Northeast......ccooivineiiviiciiiieee, 4.4 23 4.0 4.1
Southeas: ... 25 28 34 37
Central....... 33 1.7 2.7 3.6
WESL.ovoerereereer e ioeierescre s eincnnes 28 23 25 28
Percent minority enrollment
Less than S percent ... 37 2.0 28 36
Sto 19 percent oiineeiiciiic e 3.5 1.9 2.5 31
20 to 49 percent . 2.7 2.6 37 3.7
50 percent Or MO ....c.ovvvvrveennrccnins oo 2.7 25 3.0 3.4
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent ... 3.0 1.5 2.9 34
20 to 34 percent ... 3.0 2.0 37 39
35 to 49 percent ..... . 4.2 3.5 4.6 38
5010 74 percent ....covemiveinienneiveneae 36 3.2 38 3.9
75 percent or MOFE......ocereveieennnes 34 38 4.3 1.6
Zero tolerance policy for violence
1.5 1.4 1.7 1.7
No ... 4.5 2.1 28 38
Principals’ report on discipline
problems in schoo!
No problems/minor problems ............. 2.7 1.8 2.5 29
Moderate problems... . 21 1.6 2.5 23
Scrious problems ..o 2.1 2.5 2.2 31
Types of crimes reported
NO CrIME .ot et e 27 1.9 3.0 29
Any crime 1.9 1.6 1.9 21
Less serious or nonviolent crimes
only oo 23 1.9 2.3 2.3
Serious violent crimes. ... 1.5 2.0 33 3.9

SOURCE: U.S. Dé:paﬂmcnt of Education, National Center for Fjucation Statistics. Iast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 26.—Number of schools with violence prevention or reduction programs or efforts, and
mean number of programs in schools with violence preventien or reduction programs
or efforts, by school characteristics: 1996-97

School characteristic ] Number of schools I Mean number of programs
All publicschools.........ccovnn 60,720 3.7
Instructional levet
Elementary school ..ooeiieivevinnnn, 37,700 3.7
Middle school ........ 11,460 4.3
High schaal ...... s 11,550 3.2
Size of enroliment
Less than 300 e 13,750 2.3
40,770 4.0
6,200 5.3
I veale
CILY oo feae e 15,710 5.2
Urban fringe. 15,520 4.0
TOMI tot ittt e e e e s eras 14,110 3.0
RUral oo cenieve 15,380 2.
Region
Nartheast. ..., 11,350 3.8
SOUTHCASL...oeeeiie s v 14,300 4.3
Central.c e e 17.160 3.0
WEST et 17,910 38
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 5 percent .o, 16,200 2.4
Sto 19 percent i 13,750 3.4
20 to 49 percent ... 15.340 4.0
S0 percent OF mMOTC......oooie i 14.710 5.3
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent ..o 13,370 3.0
20 to 34 percent ... 12.990 3.0
35 to 49 percent ... 10.530 4.3
50 to 74 percent ... . 12,880 38
75 pereent ar more 10.600 4.8
Zero tolerance policy for violence
g 49,290 38
11.400 33
TN
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Table 26.—Number of schools with violence prevention or reduction programs or efforts, and
mean number of programs in schools with violence prevention or reduction programs
or efforts, by school characteristics: 1996-97--continued

School characterislic [ Number of schools [ Mean number of programs

Principals” report on discipline
problems in school'

No problems/minor problems...... ... .. 24,450 3o
Moderate problems .o 25910 41
Serious problems ... 10.250 4.5
Types of erimes reported’
" Nocrime 248060 34
Any crime 35.850 39
l.css serious or nonviolent crimes
OV e 28,540 34
Serious Violent Crimes oo 7.320 6.0

'Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism. physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10. vandalism af school property. student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds. student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing. verbal abuse of teachers. physical abuse of teachers. teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol ar drug
use. racial tensions. and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a
serious problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at least one discipline issue was a maderate problem and there
were no serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem
or a minor problem.

*Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes accurred at the schoo! and police were contacted: murder. rape
or other type of sexual battery, suicide. physical attack or fight with a weapon, or robbery. Less serious or nanyiolent crime means that
no serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following oceurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical
attack. or fight without a weapon. theft/larceny. or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that palice were
not contacted for ar of the specified crimes, Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted. or ather,
nonspecitied crimes may have aceurred at the school.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding and because some classification variables were missing for some schools

SOURCE: LS. Deparunent of Fducation. National Center for Education Statisiics. Fast Response Sunvey System. “Principal‘School
Disciplinarian Sunvey on School Violence,” FRSS 63. 1997,




Table 26a.—Standard errors of the number of schools with violence prevention or reduction
programs or efforts, and of the mean number of programs in schools with violence
prevention or reduction programs or efforts, by school characteristics: 1996-97

School characteristis Number of schoals I Mcan number of programs
Al public schonls .. 1,240 4 0.2
Instructional fes el
Elementary schoal . U 11412 03
Middle schoob . o 0 0 Lo 2928 03
High school ... . o 4119 0.2
Size of enrollment
tessthan 300 0o L . 1.1240 ) 0.3
300-999. ..o Ll 9412 0.2
1.000 or more. e 2731 0.3
[ocale
CHY o o e 678.2 04
Urban fringe..... AT AT 1IR3 0.4
Town. L0 L 642.5 3
Rural ... .o .0 o0 798.7 0.4
Regon
Northeast, .. L. L L 1.072.8 0.6
Southeast oo o0 o 9142 06
Central. ... . ... .. . 1.058.5 02
West. R A 980.7 03
Pereent nunonty earallment
1 ess than 5 pergetit 1.258 0 03
10 19 pereent 1.200.3 0.3
20 tu Y pereent . 1.106.7 04
Shpercentermore .. L. L Ru0 2 0.5
Percent of students ehizible for free o
reduced-price schoat lunch
Less than 20 pereent . oo, . 017 0.3
20 10 34 percent . ... e 9892 02
35 ta 49 pereent . 8303 0.7
20 ta 74 pereent ... . 1.066.5 04
75 percentormore L. L 907.2 06
Zero tolerance policy for violenee
Yes. o o L Co 1.332% 0
NO i e 10413 0s
Principals” report on discipline
pioblems m school
No problems-minor problems . ... 1.368.3 0.4
Moderate problems .. . 12518 02
Scrious problems &L L L "Qs83 3
[ypes of erunes reported
No erime 14558 0.4
Any crimie ... L . 14347 02
[ ¢ss serious or nonviolent enimes
Oy e 14391 02
Serivus violenterimes . 5793 04

SOURCE: U8, Department of Education, Nativnal Center for Education Statisues, Fast Response Sunvey System. “Principal:Schoal
Diusciplinarian Sunvey on School Vialence,™ FRSS 63, 1997
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Table 27.—Percent of public schools with formal school violence prevention or reduction programs
and the mean number of programs, by type of crime reported at the school: 1996-97

Type of crime l Percent of schools with program l Mecan number of programs
All public schools.....c.cccovvnnn, 78 3.7
NOCHMIC v 74 34
ADY CHMC v 82 39
Lessercrime onfy.... .. TR 73 34

Some serious crimes 93 6.0

NOTE: Serious violent crime means that at {east one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacied:
murder, rape or other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with a weapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent
crime means that no serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were
contacted: physical attack or fight without a weapon. thefVlarceny, or vandalisni. No incidents reported means that the school
reported that police were not contacted for any of the specified erimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not
contacted, or other. nonspecified crimes may have oecurred at the school.

SOURCE: U.S. epartment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System. “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997,
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Table 27a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schools with formal schoo!l violence
prevention or reduction programs and of the mean number of programs, by type of
crime reporticd at the school: 1996-97

Type of crime 1 Percent of schools with program I Mean number of programs
Al public SChOOIS ..o 1.5 0.2
INO CIIMIC oo e e eaae e 2.7 0.4
ALY CTIMIE (oot ierar s or bttt en et 1.9 0.2
Less serious or nonviolent crime only .....coooeiiviernennnnn, 2.3 0.2
SOME SETIOUS CIIMES c..vvveicieerrrrerreeeecnesireereieies cevier cueas 1.5 0.4

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, **Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey .. School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997,
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Table 28.—Percent of public schools with violence prevention programs and reporting one or more
crimes to the police in 1996-97 indicating that crimes were used to modify or to
introduce new violence prevention programs, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Percent of those schools indicating

1996-97 criminal incidents used to

modify or introduce new violence
prevention programs

Nutnber of schools with violence
School characteristic prevention programs that reported on¢ or
more crimes to the police in 1996-97

All public schools.... 35330 31

Instructional level

Elementary school ... 17.410 22
Middle school ........ . 8.930 4
High school ..o i, 8.990 44
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 ... 5.130 26
300-999 . 24,650 29
1.000 Or MOre i oo, 5.550 44
Locale
CIY oeeeereenreeniena e et 9.610 36
Urban tringe. . 9.250 28
Town 9.290 28
Rural ..o 7.190 30
Region
NOPREAS oo ecee e e 5.890 29
SOULREASL..  ooeieeee e 8.060 25
Central. ..o e 9.230 37
WWESL it erenaas 12,150
Percent minority enrolliment
Less than 5 pereent oo, 8.120 31
510 19 pereent oo vrnierceeeeen. 8.090 24
20 to 49 percent 8.650 30
50 percent Or MOTC ... coveviivneiecnee, 10.070 37
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent ..o 7.580 30
20t0 34 percent ... 7.670 29
35049 percent ..o 6.250 25
50 to 74 percent 7.290 35
75 percent oF MOCE.cooovveeees v, 6.290 36
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y S eurieieiri et 29.690 32
No .. .. i i i 5.620 2
SN
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Table 28.-—Percent of public schools with violence prevention programs and reporting one or more
crimes to the police in 1996-97 indicating that crimes were used to modify or to
introduce new violence prevention programs, by school characteristics: 1996-97--
continued

Percent of those schools indicating

1996-97 criminal incidents used to

modity or introduce new viclence
prevention programs

Number of schools with violence
School characteristic prevention programs that reported one or
more crimes to the police in 1996.97

Principals® report on discipline
problems in school'

No problems/minor problems............. 10,270 23
Moderate problems......... oo, 16,310 30
Serious probiems .........ocovevirimnicnniinan 8,640 42
Types of crimes reported?
INO CTITIC et (=) (--)
Any crime 35,240 31
Less serious or nonviolent ¢rimes... 28.030 27

Serious violent crimes..................... 7.210 47

(--) Not applicable.

'Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery ¢r thefl of items over
$10. vandalism of school property, student alcoho! use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds. student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, 1eacher alcohol or drug
usc, racial tensions, and gangs. Scrious preblems means the respondent indicated at feast I of 17 different discipline issues was a
serious problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there
were no serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated ali discipline issues were either rio problem
or a minor problem,

*Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and palice were contacted: murder, rape
or other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with a weapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means that
no serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical
attack or fight without a weapon, thefVlarceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were
not contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified erimes may have occurred but police were not contacted., or other,
nonspecified crimes may have occurred at the school.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding and because data for some schools were not available.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on Schoo! Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997,
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Table 28a.—Standard errors ef the percent of public schools with violence prevention programs
and reporting one or more crimes to the police in 1996-97 indicating that crimes were
used to modify or to introduce new violence prevention programs, by school
characteristics: 1996-97

Percent of schools indicating 1996-97
criminal incidents used to modify or
intraduce new violenee prevention

Number of schools with violence
prevention programs that reported one or
more crimes to the police in 1996-97

School characteristic

programs
All public schools ..., 1.467.5 1.9
Instructional level
Elementary school ... e 1.323.9 i3
Middle school .. 359.0 3.2
High schaol......coon e, 440.3 29
Size of enroliment
Lessthan 300 ... e e, 8793 6.9
300-999 1.165.6 25
£.000 or more.....ooocvvenrice e 271.7 3l
Locale
CUY oo eeeiers oo 4312 3.9
Urban fringe.. 297.6 33
Town .o e e . 159.8 +.5
Rural e 4953 6.2
Region
NOMhCas .o i 756.8 16
SOUthEast .ot . 706.3 4.1
Central.... - 975.0 1.1
WEHT it e e 868.1 38
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 5 percent .......coee v, 8192 1.6
5to 19 percent ....... 795.9 50
20 1o 49 percent ..... 773.8 4.3
50 percent Or MOTC ...oveveveiveccneerecanae £95.3 38
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent ..o 570.4 4.3
20 to 34 percent ... 753.7 50
3510 49 percent .. 692.2 5.2
50 to 74 percent ..., 810.4 55
75 percent Or MOTE ...cceerevieeceiercreceees 716.2 54
Zero tolerance policy for violenee
YOS veerieere et e e . 1.396.6 22
NO e 6304 1.2
Principals” report on discipline
problems in school
No problems/minor problems.... ........ 179.6 41
Modevate problems ..., 1.028.4 28
Serious problems ... ... 6499 18
Tyvpes of crimes reported
NO CTIMC e e -- --
ANY CHIMNEC e 11630 1.9
[.ess scrious or nonviolent crimes
11623 22
Serious violent erimes.................... §83.5 1.4

-- Estimate of standard crror is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at less than 0.€ pereent or at 100 pereent.

SOURCE- U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Fducation Statisties, Tast Respanse Survey System. “Principal ' School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violenee.” FRSS 63. 1997,
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Table 29.—Percent of public schools with formal violence prevention or reduction programs
indicating that at least one of these programs included selected components: 1996-97

Component

Percent of schools indicating
conmponent incladed in violence
prevention or reduction program

Prevention curriculum. instruction, or training for students (e.g., social skills training)...
Behavioral programming or behavior modification for students ... oo e
Counseling, social work, psychological, or therapeutic activity for students
Other activities invalving individual attention for students (e.g.. tutoring, mentoring)................ .
Recreational. enrichment. or leisure aetivities for students ...
Student involvement in resolving student conduct problems (e.g.. dispute or conflict resolution

or mediation. student court)

Training, supervision, or technical assistance in classroom management for teachers................
Review, revision. or monitoring of schoolwide discipline practices and procedures
Community or parent invols ement in school violence prevention programs or efforis
Reorganization of school, grades, or schedules (¢.g.. school within a school, “houses™ or
TIEAMS™ OF STUACIIS ).ttt et e

89
79
87
81
63

64
67
85
48

28

NOTE: Percents in this table are based upon the number of schools with one or more violence preyention programs--78 percent of

vegular public schools.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System. “Principal/School

Diseiphnarian Suney on School Violence.” FRSS 63, 1997.




Table 29a.—Standard errors of the percent of public scheools with fermal violence prevention or
reduction programs indicating that at least one of these programs included selected
componenis: 1996-97

Percent of schools indicating
Component component included in violence

prevention or reduction program

Prevention curriculum. instruction, or training for students (c.g., social skills training)......c.cv..... 1.1
Behavioral programming or behavior modification for students 1.7
Counseling, social work, psychological, or therapeutic activity for students .. 1.6
Other activitics involving individual attention for students (e.g., tutoring, mentoring)........cc....... 1.8
Recreational, enrichment, or leisure activities for StUENLS......ccvvrveriercsrereinse i 1.7
Student involvement in resolving student conduct problems (e.g., dispute or conflict resolution

or Mediation, STUAENT COUI) oo oomviriii e ee et est s rese s e b er et aestas s ve e raresasanssrsresnabererasnes 19
Training, supervision, or technical assistance in classroom management for teachers.... 20
Revicw, revision, or monitoring  schoolwide discipline practices and procedures ...........ceenee. 1.4
Community or parent involvement in school violence prevention programs or efforts........cc..cw. 1.9
Reorganization of school, grades, or schedules (e.g., school within a school, “houses™ or

TLRAMS™ OF SEUACIS) ...ttt ettt et st saeast et s e sraen e seasre st e asaanen 1.7

SCURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System. “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 30.—Percent of public schools with violence prevention programs indicating the proportion
of their students participating in school violence prevention or reduction programs that
directly serve students, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Students participate in violence prevention or reduction programs

School characteristic alrlr\mgs?rall Most About half Some Few None
All public schools ..o 50 10 8 14 13 4
Instructional level
Elementary school ..o, 56 10 7 10 12 4
Middle school 53 1 9 17 10 l
High school....cc.coo i, 25 10 10 26 22 7
Size of enrollment
Tessthan 300 e 16 10 10 12 17 5
300-999 53 10 7 14 12 4
1.000 or more 36 15 11 23 3 2
Locale
CHY et 53 15 9 15 6 2
Urban fringe.. 53 8 10 i3 10 5
Town......... 50 8 6 16 15 5
Rural o 43 10 7 12 23 5
Region
NOMBCAT e 44 S 8 18 17 5
SOUThEUSt v s e, 52 9 3 15 14 7
Central.... 48 10 9 14 14 5
WESTiiiiiii e e 53 13 1i 12 10 1
Percent minoerity enrolliment
Less than § percent .o, 47 7 8 15 18 5
Sto 19 pereent ... 43 13 4 16 15 8
20 to 49 percent ... 56 10 10 12 10 2
50 percent or More ..c.oo.vveiveriveene e 51 12 I1 14 10 2
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent ......ccovveeveninnnnn. 42 8 8 17 17 7
20 to 34 percent 47 12 7 15 17 2
35 to 49 percent 61 6 4 12 11 5
50 to 74 percent 48 13 9 14 13 3
75 Perecnt or MOTC .c..euuvevecrvenrenerireennne 53 11 15 12 6 3
Zero tolerance policy for violence
49 11 8 13 14 5
51 7 9 18 12 2
LA L
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Table 30.——Percent of publie schools with violence prevention programs indicating the proportion
of their students participating in school viclence prevention or reduction programs that
directly serve students, by school characteristics: 1996-97--continued

Students participate in violence prevention or reduction programs

School characteristic Allor ,
almost ail Most About half Some Few None

Principals’ report on discipline
problems in school!

No problems/minor problems............. 54 9 7 i 13 6
Moderate problems.............. 19 12 9 18 11 2
Serious problems 41 9 10 15 21 4
Types of crimes reporied’

NO CTIME wovvveeerieeiresecenee e e 54 10 10 8 11 5
ANY CHME .o 47 11 7 17 15 4

Less serious or nonviolent crimes... 16 It 7 16 16 o4

Serious violent crimes..........c.ccov... 49 10 7 21 i1 2

‘Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students. robbery or theft of items over
$10. vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on schoo! g.ounds, student tobacco use. student
possession of weapons. trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absentecism, teacher alechol or drug
use, racial tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent 1 dicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a
serious problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there

were Ho seriols problems. No problems/minor problems means the respendent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem
or a minor problem.

*Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the schoof and police were contacted: murder, rape
or other type of sexual battery, suicide. physical attack or fight with a weapon, or robbery, Less serious or nonviolent crime means that
no serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical
attack or fight without a weapon, theft/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were
not contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted, or other,
nonspecified critnes may have occurred at the school.

NOTE: Percents in this table are based upon the number of schools with one or more violence prevention programs--78 percent of
regular public schools. Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.

SQURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Rcsponse Survey System, “Principal/Schoni
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.




Table 30a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schools with violence prevention programs
indicating the proportion of their students participating in school violence prevention
or reduction programs that directly serve students, by school characteristics: 1996-97
Students participate in violence prevention or reduction programs

School characteristic al::ivls?;ll Most About half Some Few None
All public schools ..., 1.8 1.2 1.1 1.2 1.3 0.8
Instructional level
Elementary school ... e L. 29 1.7 1.5 1.7 1.9 I.1
Middle school ... 26 1.4 1.7 2.0 2.0 0.8
High school......... RV . 27 1.8 21 31 2 1.9
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 ... 5.5 4.0 34 32 4.0 1.8
300-999 oo 22 1.4 1.0 1.3 1.5 1.0
1000 or more ..o, 34 24 26 29 2.1 1.0
Locale
CUY it . 35 2.8 22 3.0 1.5 1.2
Urban fringe .....ccocenvvve e 35 2.2 25 2.6 2.1 1.7
TOWN i 35 2.4 14 2.6 3.0 1.9
Rural .o 12 29 2.2 2.8 3.5 1.7
Region
NOhEAST. oo e 7 2.5 3.0 32 4.0 24
Southeast..ooos i 39 24 1.1 28 29 2.0
39 2.8 2.6 2.5 26 1.8
34 2.3 2.2 .8 24 0.7
Percent minority enroliment
Less than 5 percent....oooooid e .. 14 24 23 24 3.3 2.1
5 to 19 percent . 4.2 27 it 33 28 24
20 to 49 percent ...t i 1.0 25 2.5 23 2.2 12
50 percent OF MOre ..oiicvciccinc e 2 2.5 25 25 2.3 1.1
Percent of students eligibie for free or
reduced-price school Junch
Less than 20 percent ...oooveee coivrnnn, . 39 2.1 22 28 29 2.0
2010 34 percent . 43 36 1.8 29 33 1.2
3510 49 percent .. . 1.6 2.0 1.8 2.7 29 23
SO0to 74 percent ..., 15 2.8 24 30 32 1.8
75 percent Or MOTC......ecevevcnrerrennnrenns. S K 39 30 22 1.7
Zcero tolerance policy for violence
Y ES e ovvreerersinreneercemiesees s st 2.0 14 [.2 14 1.5 1.0
NO L e 1.4 1.8 KN 33 3.0 0.9
Principals” report on discipline
problems in school
No problems/minor problems ... 37 2.1 1.8 20 24 1.7
Moderate problems ..o 26 1.9 18 2 1.8 09
Serious problems ..ol le 21 23 3.0 3.0 1.7
Types of crimes reported
NO CHIME coiiviicrrcere e 36 23 24 1.7 2.1 1.5
Any crime . . 21 1.3 1.0 1.9 .3 1.0
Less serious or nony
ONIY et 24 1.6 1.2 20 1.6 1.2
Serious violent crimes 39 1.9 14 32 2.1 1.1

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Lducation. National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey S3 stem, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997,
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Table 31.—Percent of public schools with violence prevention nrograms indicating the proportion of
teachers and staff in the school who were substantizlly involved in scitool violence efforts
or programs, by schoel characteristics: 1996-97

1 Teachers and staff substantially involved in school violence efforts or programs
School characteristic Allo
¢ erst almoslrall Most About half Some Few None
Al public schools ..o 14 i2 8 15 18 3
Instructionaf level
Elementary school ..o . 51 13 8 10 16 3
Middle school ..o e 40 12 8 21 18 2
High school .o 26 9 7 25 27 7
Size of enrollment
Less than 300 ... 43 17 6 5 16 3
300-999 .. ... 10 9 i4 18 4
1.000 OF MOTC..oovi e 32 12 7 23 25 [
Locale
CUY e s 18 17 8 1 13 i
Urban fringe. 18 10 8 5 i7 3
Town 39 10 5 23 4
Rural 4 10 10 3 22 5
Region
Northeast 37 9 t] 18 23 2
Southeast o 50 6 5 13 19 8
Centrali.oies s e, 41 18 6 13 19 3
WES oot 46 12 10 16 15 1
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 5 pereent oo oo 10 1l 8 3 23 4
$10 19 percent ............. - 44 9 6 15 23 3
20 to 49 percent 45 2 6 17 15 4
30 percent Or MOTC..oo.ovoviveies v, 438 9 14 13 2
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent.  ..oocoiins 39 14 6 ! 25 3
20 to 34 percent 40 11 i 15 21 3
3510 49 percent 47 6 8 13 20 6
5010 74 percent 43 14 5 IR 17 I
75 percent Or MOTe .c.coevvnereiienreranne, 53 '3 9 14 7 4
Zero tolerance policy for violence
VS cvrverie i enscen e v e e, 46 11 8 14 17 3
NO v e s e e e 37 15 S 17 24 3
- A
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Table 31.—Percent of public schools with violence prevention programs indicating the proportion of
teachers and staff in the school who were substantially involved in school viclence efforts
or programs, by school characteristics: 1996-97--contin.aed

Teachers and staff substantially in /olved in school violence efforts or programs
School characteristic Allor )
almost all Most About half Some Few None
Principals® report on discipline
problems in school'
No problems/minor problems.............. 49 11 5 13 18 4
Modcrate problems........occoeeeenncnei. 42 13 9 16 18 2
Scrious problems ......c.oviciiiinninn, 35 10 10 18 22 5
Types of crimes reported®
NO CTIME ..o, 16 13 9 13 17 3
ANY CTIMC oo e 43 il 7 16 20 3
Less serious or nonviolent crimes..... 43 12 7 15 20 3
Serious violent Crimes.......ooevvveineene 41 9 8 22 17 4

'Discipline problems included: student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or thefl of items
over $10, vandalism of school property. student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds. student tobacco use.
student possession of weapons. trespassing. verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism. teacher alcohol
or drug use, racial tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues
was a serious problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and
there were no serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no
problem or a minor problem.

*Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the schoof and police were contacted: murder. rape
or other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with a weapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means that
no serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical
attack or fight without a weapon, theft/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reposted that police were
not contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specificd crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted, or other,
nonspecified ¢rimes may have accutred at the schaol.

NOTE: Percents in this table are based upon the number of schools with one or more violence prevention programs--78 percent of
regular public schools. Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationat Center for Education Statistics. Fast Response Survey Svstem. Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63. 1997,
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Table 31a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schools with violence prevention programs
indicating the proportion of teachers and staff in the school whe were substantially
involved in school violence efforts or programs, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Teachers and staff substantially involved in schoo! violence efforts or programs

School charcteristi oo Most | Abouthalf |  Some Few None
All public schools. coocvvirinrnence. 1.7 1.3 1.1 1.3 1.2 0.7
Instructional level
Elementary schoo! ..o, 27 2.0 1.6 1.8 1.7 1.0
Middle school . . 1.6 {6 2. 2.5 0.9
. Mighschool.. 29 i.9 1.3 2.7 2.5 1.6
Size of enrollment
Less than 300 ... evviiinie e 53 4.3 26 3 3.6 3
300-999......... 22 1.6 1.3 1.3 1.6 1.0
1,000 0r MOLC..oceoiviisveeereceeceee s 34 2.2 1.7 6 29 0.7
Locale
City 4.2 35 2.1 2.8 2.6 1.0
Urban fringe... 38 3.0 2.1 2.6 2.5 1.1
Town 38 2.6 1.5 18 34 1.7
Rural 1.6 3.2 27 28 3s 1.7
Region
Northeast. ... .ot i 4.8 24 32 35 4.1 I.4
SOULRCASL ..o, 3.2 1.7 1.8 2.7 2.8 2.3
Central 4.2 3.2 1.9 2.7 3.1 i1
WCSE oot s e e 3.5 2.2 2.5 2.3 2 0.6
Percent minority enroliment
Less than 5 percent oo e o 4.4 29 2.6 29 32 1.4
Sto 19 percent e 4.6 22 1.8 32 38 1.3
20 10 49 percent ... . 3.7 2.8 2.1 2.8 23 1.6
50 percent oOr MOTE .....ceiconimiineniennns 4.0 2.7 2.0 2.4 2.7 1.1
Percent of students eligibie for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent ..ooovevirniinrerecnns 4.2 3.3 1.8 25 31 1.5
20 to 34 percent ....... 4.1 3.0 2.9 2.1 38 14
35 to 49 percent ... 51 2.5 2.7 2.5 33 2.0
50 to 74 percent........ 4.5 3.7 2.2 29 35 1.0
75 percent Or MOTe.........ccouvveererineas 4.4 3.3 2.8 3.2 2.0 19
Zero tolerance poliey for violence
Y €S ittt st e 2.0 i.4 1.2 1.6 1.2 0.8
NO et s e e 4.4 3.9 1.8 3.1 38 1.1
Principals’ report on discipline
problems in school
No problems/minor problems ............ 38 24 1.5 2.3 2.7 1.2
Moderate problems 3.1 2.2 1.9 2.0 2.0 0
Serious problems ..... R 39 2.0 33 29 2.8 1.9
Types of crimes reported
NO CHME oo e 37 2.2 2.1 2.7 2.6 1.0
ANY CFME Lo e 2.5 1.4 1.3 1.5 1.8 0.9
L.ess serious or nonviolent crimes .
ONLY e 2.6 1.8 1.3 1.6 2.1 1.0
H Serious violent erimes.........oveceveee, 1.6 1.5 24 3.4 2.7 1.8
E! SOURCE: U.S. Depariment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
E Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence.” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 32a.-—Table of standard crrors for the figures

e . i ] Fstimare »____L Standard error
Figure 1. Number of various crimes occurring in public schools:
1996-97 .
Rape/sesual bitters - L e e e e 4170 676.1
Robbery .. .. . e e e i e 71450 13381
Physteal attack or light with weapon o 10,950 1.882.2
Vandalism el e e 98,490 5.557.0
Thelblarceny o 0 0 oo oL e e e 115,500 8.404.0
Phasical attack or fight without weapon. . . L . . .. S 187.890 17.030.4
Figure 2. Percent of public schools indicating the seriousness of
reported crimes occurring at the school: 1996-97
At feast bserious violent erime .. 10 0.8
No serious violent crime but at least T othercrime . ..o e 17 2.1
No crime........ et et e e s e o s 3 2.1
Figure 3. Percent of public schools with number of reported
crime incidents at the school; 1996-97
Noreported incidents L L e 13 21
1 to 3 reported incidents e T 1.9
Oto 0 reported incidents .0 0 L L L 7 0.8
More than 1O reported incidents .. 12 0.7
Figure 4. Percent of public schools reporting the extent to which
discipline issues were a problem at the school: 1996-97
Na problensstminor problens OO 13 1.7
Moderate problems s Co L e e 41 1.6
Serious problems . o e e 16 12
Figure S, Percent of public schools reportiag that specific
discipline issues were a serious or moderate problem at the
school, by instructional level: 1996-97
Student tardiness
All publicsehools o 00 L e 40 1.6
Hlememan schoolo. oo A2 26
Middleschool oL L . 40 24
Highschool L e 07 2.6
Student absenteeism’class cutting
All public schools oo e e 23 18
Flementany sehool o 17 23
Middle school ... 24 2.2
High school . s s e hR 28
Pha sical conflicts amony students
Al public schools ... S 2] 12
[lementary school. o 1% Io
Middle school e 35 2.6
High school ..o o 17 16
Student tobacca use
Al public schools o . 14 0.9
Flenientary school... o 2 10
Middle school o C e 19 1.9
Highschool e 0 oo 30
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Table 32a.—Table of standarq errors for the figures--continued
Fstimate Standard crror

Figure 6. Percent of public schools reporting the extent to which
discipline issues were a problem at the school, by reported crime
in the school: 1996.97

No problems/minor prablems

NO CEFIMIC Lottt et sttt ec s ve e s 59 3.0
ARY CTHNIC 1uiiitecriincestt e crer e sn st eseans s teassna e ss et as s coeat st e atensesera soe 31 2.0
Moderate problems
NO CIIITIE oottt eas s s 36 .
ANY CTIME Litiiiiiceiiie it oo ee et st sresiassrssstseaesans s e sonasessseasoseasmnes i 45 2.2
Serious problems
NO CIITIE otr et sten e e e se e s erae s st s e ar s brae s s 5 1.6
Any crime 24 1.6
Figure 7. Percent of specified disciplinary actions taken hy public
schools for specific offenses, by type of action taken: 1995-97
Possession or use of a firearm
EXPUISIONS....cooiiiii i e 31 54
Transfers to alternative schools or programs ... 20 7.6
Out-of-school suspensions lasting 5 or more days ......cccoocooevirienee 49 6.5
Posscssion or use of weapon otber than a firearm
FPUISIONS .ottt a e b a e a e b eraaen 23 1.7
Transfcrs to alternative schools or programs... ..coocceivvveviiinnee e 22 1.7
Qut-of-school suspensions lasting 5 or more days ..o 35 24
Pussession, distribution, or use of alcohol or drugs. including tobacco
EXPUISIONS .ottt e e 18 1.5
Transfers to alternative schools or Programs.........c..cccovvevcrimncne e 20 2.0
Qut-of-school suspensions lasting 5 or more days .......occvmmrnne 62 2.
Physical attacks or fights
EXPUISIONS c.oooiii vttt sttt ettt e e 5 1.5
Transfers to zlternative schools or programs.......cveneinrnnnee. 19 2
Out-of-school suspensions lasting 5 or more days .......cocooveeene . 066 26
Figure 8. Percent of public schools that have adopted zero
tolerance policies for various student offenses: 1996-97
Violenee ... . 19 1.6
Tobacco... 79 1.5
ATCONOL. v e 87 1.2
DIUBS o e e 38 1.}
Weapons. other than fircarms 9] 1.2
FIFCAITIS ittt e s e e 94 1.0
Figure 9. Percent of public schools requiring school uniforsns, by
year requirement initiated
Prior to 1994-95 school ycar....... ettt et 26 9.4
1994.95 or 1995-96 5choo! ¥Car ..o e 40 91
1996-97 SCHOD] YOI c..civeiiiii ittt M 9.6




Table 32a.—Table of standard errors for the figures--continued

1 Estimate l Standard error

Figure 10. Percent of public schoaols reporting various tvpes of
security measures at the schools: 1996-97

Visitors sign in 96 0.9

Closed campus for most students during lunch 80 1.7

Controtled aecess (0 schiool Building .o 53 1.9

Controlled access to school grounds............. 24 1.5

One or more drug s\Weeps. e, 19 1.1

Random metal detector cheeks oo o 1 0.4

Students pass through metal detectors daily L. 1 03

Figure L1, Percent of public schools, by degree of security:

1996-97

No security 3 0.9

[ ow security. e 84 1.2

Maderate seeurity il 0.8

Stringent sceurity 2 0.2

Figure 12. Percent of public schools with violence prevention

. programs, by the proportion of their students that participated in
E these programs: 1996-97

All or almost all 50 1.8

10 1.2
8 1.1
14 1.2
13 1.3
4 0.8

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System. “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997,
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Appendix A

Survey Questionnaire




U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION FORM APPROVED
NATIONAL CENTER FOR EDUCATION STATISTICS O.M.B. NO.: 1850-0733
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20208-5651 EXPIRATION DATE: 4/30/98

PRINCIPAL/SCHOOL DISCIPLINARIAN SURVEY ON SCHOOL VIOLENCE
FAST RESPONSE SURVEY SYSTEM

This survey is authorized by law (20 U.S.C. 1221e-1). While you are not required to respond, your cooperation is needed to make the results of
this survey comprehensive, accurate, and timely.

LABEL

iF ABOVE INFORMATION IS INCORRECT, PLEASE MAKE CORRECTIONS DIRECTLY ON LABEL.

Name of person completing form: Telephone:

Title/position: Number of years at this school:

Best days and times to reach you (in case of questions):

E-mail;
PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO: IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS, CONTACT:
WESTAT Sheila Heaviside
1650 Research Boulevard 800-937-8281, ext. 8391
Raockville, Maryland 20850 Fax: 800-254-0984
Attention: 900262-Heaviside E:mail: HEAVISS1@westat.com

According to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1935. no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid
OMB control number. The valid OMB control number for this information coltection is 1850-0733. The time required to complete this
information collection is estimated to average 30 minutes per response, including the time to review instructions. search existing data
resources, gather the data needed, and complete and review the information collected. If you have any comments concerning the accuracy of
the time estimate(s) or suggestions for improving this form, please write to- U.S. Department of Education, Washington, D C. 20202-4651 if
you have comments or concerns regarding the status of your individual submission of this form, write directly to: National Center for Education
Statistics, 555 New Jersey Avenue, N.W., Washington, D C. 20208.

FRSS Form No 63, 4/97
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Definitions

Firearm - any weapon that is designed to (or may readily be converted to) expel a projectile by the action of an explosive.
This includes guns, bombs, grenades, mines, rockets, missiles, pipebombs, or similar devices designed to explode and
capable of causing bodily harm or property damage.

Incident - a specific criminal act or offense involving one or more victims and one or more offenders.

Physical attack or fight with a weapon - an actual and intentional touching or striking of another person against his or
her will, or the intentional causing of bodily harm to an individual with a weapon. This category should be used only whan
the aftack is serious enough to warrant calling the police or other law enforcement representative.

Physicai attack or fight without a weapon - an actua! and intentional touching or striking of another person against his
or her will, or the intentional causing of bodily harm to an individual without using a weapon. This category should be used
only when the attack is serious enough to warrant calling the police or other law enforcement representative.

Police or other law enforcement representatives - any regular state or local law enforcement officers, school resource
officers, campus police, security personnel employed by school or district, or other security personnel with power to arrest
or hold for arrest.

Robbery - the taking or attempting to take anything of value that is owned by another person or organization, under
confrontational circumstances by force or threat of force or violence and/or by putting the victim in fear. A key difference
between robbery and theft/larceny is that a tireat or battery is involved in robbery.

Sexual battery - an incident that includes rape, fondling, indecent liberties, child molestation, or sodomy. These incidents
should take into consideration the age and developmentally appropriate behavior of the offenders and are severe enough
to warrant calling the police or other law enforcement representative.

Theft/larceny - the unlawfu! taking of another person’s property without personal confrontation, threat, violence, or bodily
harm. Included are pocket picking, stealing purse or backpack (if left unattended or no force was used to take it from
owner), theft from a building, theft from a motor vehicle or motor vehicle parts or accessories, theft of bicycles, theft from
vending machines, and all other types of thefts.

Typical week - a typical full week of school. Avoid weeks with holidays, vacation periods, or weeks when unusua! events
took place at the school.

Vandalism - the damage or destruction of school property including bombing, arson, graffiti and other acts that cause
property damage.

Weapon - any instrument or object used with the intent to threaten, injure, or kill. Examples include guns, knives, razor
blades or other sharp-edged objects, ice picks, other pointed objects (including pens, pencils), baseball bats, frying pans,
sticks, rocks, and bottles.

Zero tolerance policy - a school or district policy that mandates predetermined consequences or punishment for specific
offenses.
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Circle the number indicating to what extent, if any, each of the following has been a problem in your school during
the 1996-97 school year.
Not a
Serious Moderate  Minor probiem

Studenttardiness............c
Student absenteeism/class cutting......................
Physical conflicts among students.. ...
Robbery or theft of items over $10
Vandalism of school property ............ cccoooiii,
Student aicoholuse .........ocoooovi
Student drug USE ...
Sale of drugs on school grounds
Studenttobacco use.............o.cooii
Student possession of weapons
TTESPASSING ..ottt ettt
Verbal abuse of teachers...................................
. Physical abuse of teachers
Teacher absenteeism. ..o
Teacher alcohol or drug use
Racial tensions
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During the 1996-97 school year, how many incidents involving each type of the following crimes or offenses have
occurred at your scheol? Only include incidents in which police or other law enforcement representatives (see
definition) were contacted.

In column |, record the number of incidents for each type of crime in which one or more incidents occurred at your

school.

» If one incident included multiple crimes, include the incident only once in the first appropriate crime listed. For
example, If an incident included murder and rape, include the incident only under murder.

e Include all incidents that occurred “at your school!” including in school buildings, on school buses, on school
grounds, and at places that are holding school-sponsored events or activities, but are not officially on school
grounds. Include evernts or activities that took place both during and after normal school hours, including days
when school was not in session.

e [Ifa particular incident has not occurred at your school during the 1996-97 school year, enter “G" in column { and
leave columns Il and !l blank.

In column 11, indicate how many of the incidents reported in column [ involved one or more of your students as
either a victim or perpetrator.

In column Ili, indicate how many of the incidents reported in column | occurred either during school hours or at

school-sponscred events or activities after school hours.
i. Number of
incidents in Il. How many
which police incidents involved
or other law students as either
enforcement victims or

were perpetrators?

contacted”?

. How many
incidents occurred
during schoo!
hours or at school-
sponsored events
or activities?

Murder .
Rape or other type of sexual battery ...
Suicide...........

Physical attack or fight with a weapon ...............
Physical attack or fight without a weapon..........
Robbery - the taking of things directly from a
personby force. ...
g. Theft/larceny - the taking of things without
personal confrontation ... ...
h. Vandalism - damage or destruction of school
property or personal items on school property .
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Does your school have a policy to report information about the types of incidents listed in question 2 to the public
(e.g., to parents in a school newsletter)?

Yes..... 1 No.... 2

During the 1996-97 school year, how many of the following disciplinary actions have been taken for each of the
listed offenses? Inciude all incidents listed below (a-d) for which the following disciplinary actions have been taken.
Police or other law enforcement representatives need not have been called. Report the number of times a given
disciplinary action was taken—one student suspended 5 times would be 5 suspensions.

Numbers of:

Transfers Out-of-school
Expulsions to alternative susp_ensaons
schools or fasting 5 or
programs more days
Possessionoruseofafirearm............ooooviiinnnn,
Possession or use of a weapon other than a firearm...........
c. Possession, distribution, or use of alcohol or drugs,
including tobacCo ..o
d. PF calattacks or fights. ..o,
During the 1996-97 school year, did your schoo! have:
Yes No
a. A requirement that visitors sign or check in?............coooiiiii 1 2
b. Controlled access to school grounds (e.g., locked or monitored gates)?.............. 1 2
¢. Controlled access to school buildings (e.g., locked or monitored doois)? ............ 1 2
d. Metal detectors through which all students must pass each day?............c........... 1 2
e. Random metal detector checks on students? ................ . 1 2
f. Closed campus for most students during lunch (i.e., most students
are not allowed to leave school grounds for lunch)? ..o 1
g. One or more drug sweeps (e.g., locker searches, dog searches)? ................... 1 2

In a typical week during the 1986-97 school year, how many school hours have one or more police or other law
enforcement representatives (see definition) been stationed at your schoo! (other than for instructional purposes)?
(Circle one)

30 hours Ormore PerWeeK..........ooueviveieiee i 1
10-29 NOUPS PEIF WEEBK ......oiiiieiiee e e 2
1-8 hOUrS PEIFWEEK......oovieiiioiiii e 3
Nene during the typical week, but stationed as needed ............. 4
None stationed at school during 1996-97 ... . 5
During the 1986-37 school year, does your school have a zero tolerance policy (see definition) for:
Yes No
Q. VIOIBNCE? ... e e 1 2
B, FIrearms? o e 1 2
c. Weapons, other than firearms? ... 1 2
d. AICONOIT? 1 2
€. DIUGS? i e e 1 2
f TODACCO? . e 1 2

During the 1996-37 school year, are students at your school required to wear school uniforms?

Yes ... 1 Inwhat school year were uniforms firsi required? 19 —19 school year

During the 1998-97 school year, what percentage of your students are eligible for the federally funded free or
reduced-price lunch program? Y%
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10.  During the 1396-97 school year, how many formal (planned and organized) programs or efforts did your school
have that were intended to prevent or reduce school violence? (These programs or efforts can include
instruction, other services to students, or changes to classroom and school management, and can take place either
during school hours or after school hours.)

Number of one-day, one-time programs.....................
Number of ongoing programs (more than one day) ...
(If your schoo! has no programs, enter “0°s” and go to question 15.)

11.  Were the incidents of crimes and offenses reported in question 2 used to modify these programs or to introduce new
programs? Yes..... 1 No...... 2 No incidents reported in question 2..... 3

12.  During the 1996-97 school year, did any of your formal programs or efforts intended to prevent or reduce school
violence include the following?

Yes No

a. Prevention curriculum, instruction, or training for students (e.g., sccial skills training) . ........ 1 2
b. Behavioral programming or behavior modification for students ... 1 2
c. Counseling, social work, psychological, or therapeutic activity for students ... 1 2
d. Other activities involving individual attention for students (e.qg., tutoring, mentoring) ............. 1 2
e. Recreational, enrichment, or leisure activities for students ... 1 2
f.  Student involvement in resolving student conduct problems (e.g., dispute or confiict

resolution or mediation, student COUM) ... 1 2
g. Training, supervision, or technical assistance in classroom management for teachers....... 1 2
h. Review, revision, or monitoring of school wide discipline practices and procedures...... ... .. 1 2
i. Community or parent involvement in school violence prevention programs or efforts.......... L1 2
j.  Reorganization of school, grades, or schedules (e.g, school within a school,

"houses” or “teams” of students) ... e e 1 2

13 During the 1996-97 school year, about how many students in your school participated in (or will participate in)
programs or efforts that directly serve students and were intended to prevent or reduce schocl violence?
(Circle one}

Alf or almost all (91-100%) ...... e 1
Most (B1-90%) ... oo R 2
About half (41-60%) ... o 3
Some (T1-40%) ..o e 4
Few (1-10%) ... oo e DRSO 5
NONE . e 6
14.  During the 1996-97 school year, about how many teachers and staff in your school were substantially involved in
any of the programs or efforts that were intended to prevent or reduce school violence? (Circle one)
Alloralmost all (81-100%) ... 1
Most (61-90%) .. ..coovii o e e 2
About half (41-60%)...... ... oo 3
Some (11-40%) .. .. 4
Few (1-10%) ... 5
None........... e e e e e . 6

15, During the 1996-97 school year (including or in addition to those programs reported in question 10), did your school
provide or sponsor any afterschool programs? Yes..... 1 No...... 2

186 The U.S. Department of Education may want to ask some of the schools responding to this survey to participate in a

followup study on school safety at a later time. Like this survey, the followup study will be voluntary, and no data
will be released with identifying information. Does the U.S. Department of Education have your permission to
consider your school for a followup study? (Approximately 1 in 6 schools will be selected.)
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